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CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’ s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’ s Debates, 63 vols. ; The Hardw icke Papers ; Debates i in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &e., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. (SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760, Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
cae: QE cascenes 60 — ... 1819-20 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wii. I. to 34 Geo. II. 
1066-1760 


Second Series. 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. IIL. 


1760-1800 (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
eee a ; Vok ito 3... } Guat. ..:. 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) — ££ as Say, «he hee 182] 
MGl SU. cscesuess AY Gree FE. .c 0: c00s 1801 — 6— 7... 3 me ia taats 1822 
mel SO) pean cas 42 A aeeesavs 1802 — 8— @... 4 = xeneas 1823 
-—— 10—11 i) srr * eae 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) — Z — 6 — —eseees _ 
eM wc Cee. Oe OM ae aii 
magi (EiGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. VaR We cccuns 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
First Series. — li coos rien 5 — Ce MaseKe 1827 
<< oa 9 Mak) cea 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—coutinued.) — oe “10 ia een 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gro. III....... 1803-4; — 22 nae — eae 1830 
— 3to 5...45 er  -scteuns 1805 
— 6 & bs ..46 —, . wKeeee 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Yol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. Ill....... 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Yo: 2 w 3... 0 Ween 8... 330- 
(FourRTH PARLIAMENT.) ‘ itd iia 
Vol. is to ger Geo. III. ...... at (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
ne On pe ng 1810, Vol. 4 to 8... 2; Wu. IV. ...... 1832 
> hi Eh = ee Oe eee 1831 
— 21 —23...52 we aenade 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FirtTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 20... 4 WiLL. IV....... 1833 
aw Bue M.. 5 ste 3: 
Mol. 24 to 26...53 Guo, TEL ... 181213) — 42 — 2 Beene saint 
— 27 & 28...54 — ... 1813-14] ms 
— 29 to31...55 —  ... 1814-15) (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 seen 1816 | Vol. 26 to 30... 6 With. IV....... 1835 
— 35 & 36...57 — o.. 1817) — 31— 35... 7 — sew eee 1836 


— 37 — 38...58 —  eene 1818) — 36— 38... 8 — seeeee 1837 
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CHRONOLOGY OF 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45— 50... 2 eS Seacts 1839 
— 51— 55... 3 — saves 1840 
- 56— 58... 4 — (a) 1841 

(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

eee 4 Victoria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 — beeen 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 mea 1843 
— 72— %6... 7 — ss sevene 1844 
— T7— 82... 8 — sae eee 1845 
— §8§3— 8&8... 9 — eee 1846 
-— O- %...16 — (a) 1847 

(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

ae ee 10 Victoria = (b) 1847 
~- 96 to101...11 = 1848 
— 102 —107...12 a saan 1849 
— 108 —113...13 — eases 1850 
— 114 —118...14 =——; Seinen 1851 
— 119 —122...15 — (a) 1852 

(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

0) fa! 2s ee 15 Vicrorta (b) 1852 
—- 124 to129...16 eS 1853 
— 130 —135...17 — sane 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 — beeen 1855 
— 140 —143...19 — sense 1856 
— 144 2.0... 20 — (a) 1857 


145 10: 147..: 


. 154 to 155... 


.194 to 198...3 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

20 VicrorIA = (b) 1857 
148 —151...21 — oane. 1858 
152 —153...22 -- (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
22 VicrorIA = (b) 1859 


190 —193...31 o ... 1867-8 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


2 VICTORIA ... 1868-9 


199 —203...33 a1 © Vesntice 1870 
204 —208...54 a esitests 1871 
209 —213...85 = 1872 
214 —-217...36 —— | | eawaee 1873 


“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES”—cont. 
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(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. 


Vol. 


156 —160...23 = a 1860 
161 —164...24 — eevee 186] 
165 —168...25 — severe 1862 
169 —172...36 — Baas 1863 
173 —176...27 —— —wevaee 1864 
177 —180...28 —— eerie 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMEN1.) 

. 181 to 184...29 VICTORIA...... 1866 

185 —189...30 seen 1867 | 


(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—con', 
Vol. 


. 252 to 256.. 


. 302 to 307...4 
(TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


. 308 & 309...49 Vicrorta — (b) 1886 
310 to 321...50 —— aetets 1887 
en —332...51 mine. xa 1888 

33 —340...52 <a swweee 1889 
341 —348...53 =" eames 1890 
349 —356...54 — 1890-1 


(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Val. 6 ise 64 VicToRIA 


(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 


218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
222 —226...36 eae! eae 1875 
997 93) ...30 a Ar 1876 
932 —2356...40 ere eae 1877 
937 —249)...41 se aeea 1878 
243 —249...42 —_ ... 1878-9 
250 & 251...438 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
.43 VICTORIA  (b) 1880 
44 aaa 188] 
45 (a) 1882 


257 —265... 
266 —273... 


974 & 275...45 — (b) 1882 
276 to 283...46 ==) eesrese 1883 
284 —292...47 a Meee 1884 
293 —301...48 — 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
9 VICTORIA (a) 1886 


Fourth Series. 


1to 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

E -xthdeouas 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
8 to 21...57 — 1895-4 
22 — 29...57 —— —seveee 1894 
30 — 35...58 —= them 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
ere 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
37 to 44...59 — 1895-6 
45 — 52...60 —— —— eevee 1897 
53 — 65...61 — seve 1898 
66 — 76...62 Sa ewr 1899 
(Greene 63 = fewwnns 1899 
7h 88...43 — sa ees 1900 
84 63&64 --  .... 1900 


87...64 — -- 1900 


85 — 


.. 1900 
REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 


BO Saas 1 Epwarp VILI....1901 
90 to 100 1 -— ..- 1901 
101 ... 1&2 — 1902 
102 to1ll7 2 — 1902 
118 to 128 35 — 1903 
129 to 140 4 — 1904 
141 to 150 5 — «1905 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education-——Most Hon. the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Lord Chance Earl of HALSBURY. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs 











Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.C. 
Home Department tt. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAS, M.P. 
Colonial Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForsTer, M.P. 
India tt. Hon. ST. JOHN ‘ag on M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty— Rt. ‘Hon. Earl CAwbor. 
Lord Chancellor of Lreland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Most Hon. the M ARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland Most Noble the _— of : INLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. GERALD BALFouR, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculuure——Rt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Irel: tt. Hon. WALTER Lona, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 





























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliameutary Secretary to the Treasury—R ‘t. Hon. Sir A, ACL AND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury Vicror CAVENDISH, Esy., M.P 
Secretary to the Board of Education Sir WILLL ANSON, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——E, G, PRETYMAN, Esq., M.P. 
{ Lor ‘~D BALCARR ~ P. 
H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
| LORD EDMUND T. AL BOT, M.P. 
(; Admiral Sir JOHN F rg G.C.B. 
J Rear-Admiral Sir C. Drury, K.C.S.I. 
\} oe W. H. M1 AY, M.V.O. 
Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——Ar Eo k H. Ler, Esq., M.P. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FoR W =i ye the Cabinet). 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. Lyrrevton, K.C.B., (Chief of General Staft). 
Major- a ral C. W. H. DouGLAs (utlosan Caumet, 
Major-General H. C. O. PLUMER, C.B. (Quartermaster-General). 
Army Council—— — Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. (Master General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. "THE a MANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Col. Sir E. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Inspector-General of the Fang Ai wl H.R.H. the Duke of CONNAUGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 
oe Secretary, Foreign Ottice——Earl bi ERCY, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Hon. T. H. Cocurane, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office—-- His Grae e the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Par liamentary Secret tary, India Oftice Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Uftice——Rt. Hon. Earl of DoNOUGHMORE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade~—A. BONAR LAW Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretar y to the Local Government Board J. GRANT LAWSON, Esy., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Oftice—W. BroMLEY DAV ENPORT, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General—Rt. Hon. Sir R. B. FINLay, KC, M.P. 
Solicitor-General— Rt. Hon. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of lreland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
The Lord Advocate——C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster nei i Sir WM. WALR OND, Bt., M.P. 








Lords of the Treasury —- 


Lords of the Adiniralty—— 




















vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General—— 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of Pemprokré AND Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Portianp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——-Rt. Hon. Sir SAVILE CRossLEY, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houseiold——The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE, 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintrore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

Rt. Hon. Viscount CiturcHILL, K.C.V.0O. 

eh aeete ats Rt. Hon, Harl of Errou. 

Lords-in-Waiting——\ Rt’ Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Scrrieip, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 
tt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND, 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of 
LINLitHGow, 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lond DUNEDIN. 


Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Ksq., K.C., MP: 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspuren, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——-His Grace the Duke of Monrose, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LevEN and MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——F. T. SALVENSEN, Esq., K.C, 
IRELAND, 
Lord Lieutenant--— Rt. Hon, Karl of Dupiey. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord Asitpounne. 
Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER LoNu, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.L. K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEP 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKrNson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——J. H. M. Campnert, Esy., K.C., M.P. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Onstow. 

Cierk of Parliaments——-Sir Hexry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tester, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Es¢. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALbert Gray, Esq, 


Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Esy. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F, 

SKENE, Esq. i 

Clerk of the Journals——W, A. Leicu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees ——J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANstrururr, Esq. 
W. H. Haminron Gorpon, Esq. 

Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonyeti; A. H. Roprysox, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; H. P. 
Sr. Jonny, Esq.; V. M. Bippunen, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stoxor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. } 
C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq.; A. Texsysoy, Esq. 5 and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worretn, C. FE. Cuziertr, A. M. Sroti, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MceMinian, G. Bexnerr, G. T. Pump. 

Librarian——EpMUND Gossk, Esq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butier. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WorrFeELu. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—(Cont.) vii 


Examiners my Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fett, 

Gentleman Usher of he Black Rod——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Butier. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeerwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wintrams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, I, Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants——Messis. J. WooLtacotrt, A. A. EDNeEy, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W Caszon. 


Inspector ot Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 
Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 
Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir CoURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.LE. 
Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 
Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 
Principal Clerks—— 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GipBons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. Dickinson, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SomERSET, Esq. E 
Senior Clerks——F. St. GrorGk Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower .Esq.;C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
T. Le MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DoYLE, Bart. 
Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR L DASENT, Esq. 5 E. C. Howe Browne, 
Esq. ; HORACE West, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BuLi, Esq.; F. R. WituiamMs Wywny, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. : , 
Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINs, Esq. ; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; H. Feun, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScoTr PorRTER, Esq. ; Ff. C. BRAMWELL, Kea, 3 W. t. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. R. Turner, Esq.; W. K. Gippons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Soya, Esq.; K. J. ©, 
Moorsom, Esq. ; R. D. RApciivrk, Esq., W. P. JOHNSTONE, Esq. 
Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D, ErRSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 
Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 
Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ErskINr, Esq. 
Ottice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 
Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 
Secretary to the Speaker——EpWarpD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 


Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDos LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 
Trainhearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lock Ton, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. “ DoyLe, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SymoNS JEUNE, Esq. 


Taxing Master——C. W. C ath ION, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 
Vote Office—— 
Principal Clerk ——PHILIp Saitn, Esq. 





Assistant Clerk ——JOHN Poysrn, Esq. 
Messenger -——Mr. JOHN EpWARrps. 

Librarian——_R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TemeLe Franks, Esq., B.C.L 
Clerks in Libr ary——Messrs. J. R. Crip, WM. STEWART; Messengers Messrs. 
A. Firwin, W. HaAGveE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 


Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BriscoE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Postmaster——Mr. I. Linco ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 
Oflice Kee yver——Mr. H. BULLOCK. 
Oftice Clerk in Committee Ottice— —Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 
Oftice Clerk in Journal Oftice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. fn 
Messengers——Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. Jones, G. D. WetLer, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD 
J. Ivory, G. NorMAN, J. SuRREY, A. SEPPLE. 
Doorkeepers——Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 





viii PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS—(Cont.) 


Messengers (Ist Class}\——Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. Rosertson, Mr. J. HILis, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. ANsTEY, Mr. J. H. DAy, Mr. 
J. HENDERSON, 

Messengers (2nd Class)——-Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R- TurTLE, A. HASKELL, 
A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON, H. G. EMMETT, J. L. PHILIP, W. 
FINDLAY. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant--—Mr W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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VOLUME CL. 


TENTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1905. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 24ra JULY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with :—North-East London Railway. 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied with :—Wigan Corporation. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 
Malvern Water Bill.—Committee to meet to-morrow 


Dover Harbour Bill [1.u.].—The Chairman of Committees informed the House 
that the promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bill be not further proceeded with + + 


Wigan Corporation Bill. —Examiners’ Certificate of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee to-morrow 


Rotherham, Maltby and Laughton Railway Bill—Read 5*, with the 
Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to 
the Commons a ae 


Shropshire, Worcestershire, and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill : 
Caledonian Railway Bill; North British Railway (General Powers) Bill : 
Rhondda Urban District Council Bill ; Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Read 
3", with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1#-1.].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment to be 
considered to-morrow 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [1-1.].—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; - re ae a 
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Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [1.1.]: Glasgow 
Corporation (Tramways Consolidation) Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.].— 
Read 53" (according to order); Amendments made; Bills passed, and sent 
to the Commons 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Return of evictions in Ireland for the quarter ended 
June 30th, 1905 


TrRADE.—Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions, 1904, compared with the four preceding 
years. Volume II. (Abstract and detailed tables of trade with each 
country and at each port): and miscellaneous tables 


Nortu-West or Canapa.—Report to the Board of Trade on the North-West of 
Canada, with special reference to wheat production for export, by James 
Mavor, Professor of Political Economy in the University of Toronto, Canada 


CoLontAL Import Duties, 1905,—Return relating to the rates of import duties 
levied upon the principal and other articles imported into the British Colonies, 
Possessions, and Protectorates 


STATISTICS (COLONIES).—Statistical Tables relating to British Colonies, Posses- 
sions. and Protectorates. Part XXVIII, 1903. 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES.—Shipping casualties which occurred on or near the 
coasts, or in rivers and harbours, of the United Kingdom, from July Ist, 
1905, to June 30th, 1904; and shipping casualties which occurred to British 
vessels elsewhere than on the coasts of the United Kingdom, and to foreign 
vessels on or near the coasts, or in rivers and harbours, of British Possessions 
abroad, reported during the same period, ete., ete.; with charts and ap- 
pendices ee 


Usemplovep WorkuEN Bitt,.—The Unemployed Workmen Bill, showing how 
the Bill would run if the Amendments of which Mr. Gerald Balfour has given 
notice were made in it. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
THE DEFEAT OF THE GOVERNMENT, 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
Earl Spencer : 
The Earl of Rosebery ae acs is ae . + . 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) ‘ es ars we 
Lord Tweedmouth .. 
Lord Stanmore wits 
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LEDISTRIBUTION. 


Moved, “‘ That a Return be prepared showing the estimated population on 
January Ist, 1905, of the county divisions and boroughs proposed to 
be disfranchised by the scheme of Redistribution.”—(The Duke of 


Rutland.) 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ws ne es ne we rae 15 
On Question, Motion, as amended, agreed to; and ordered accordingly. 


Shipowners Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—Read 3‘ (according to order), with 
the Amendment, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. ae ee 15 


House adjourned at a quarter-past Five o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 24rH JULY, 1905, 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL OrpDER Britis [Lorps] (STANDING OrnpERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WitH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of th 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the cvse of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow Fa a 2.4 16 


Dublin United Tramways Bill: Midland Railway Bill; Skegness Wate: 


sil; Woolwich Borough Council Bill.—Lords’ Amendments to be con- 


sidered To-morrow 16 
Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council! Bill [Lorps|: Matlock Bath 
Improvement Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acte: 
District) Bill [Lords]; Sheffield University Bill [Lords]; South Lan 
shire Tramways Bill [Lords!.—To be read the third time To-morrow ss 
Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lorps]; Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]; County of 
London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords|: Humber Conservancy 511] 
[Lords]; Southport, Birkdale, and West Lane: shire Water Board B:!! 
[Lords ].—As amended, to be considered To-morrow an L6 
Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [Lorps] ; Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill [Lords !,—To be read a second time 
To-morrow 2 - = ae - oe Pr — af 16 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill (uy Oxver): Charing Cross, 
Kuston, and Hampstead Railway Bill (by Order); Edgware and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill (by Order); London and North Western Railway 
Bill (by Order); Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill (by Order).—Con- 
sideration of Lords’ Amendments deferred till To-morrow... ea 25 je Re 
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Formby Township Bill [Lorps] (py Orper) ; Workington Harbour and Dock 
Bill [Lords] (by Order).—Third Reading deferred till To-morrow me 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] (sy OrpeR).—Con- 
sideration, as amended, deferred till To-morrow = a me 


London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill (sy OrprrR).—Consideration, as 
amended, deferred till Wednesday (Evening ome) - is “a 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [Lorps] - 


ORDER).—Consideration, as amended, deferred till To-morrow 


Channel Ferry Railway and Quay Bill.—Order [February 20th], that the 
Channel Ferry Railway and Quay Bill be read a second time, read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 17) Bill; Inverness Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill; Port 
Glasgow Improvement Provisional Order Bill; Great Northern Railway 
(Ireland) Bill, without Amendment. 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill; Bootle Corporation Bill; London Gas 
Bill; Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bull, 
with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Southend and Colchester 
Light Railways Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to confirm a Provi- 
sional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Esk Valley Power Gas.” [Esk Valley Power Gas Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Stone- 
haven Harbour.” [Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Edin- 
burgh Corporation.” [Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
Colchester Corporation Tramways, King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Council Tramway, Luton Corporation ‘Tramways, Portobello and 
Musselburgh Tramways (Amendment), and Southampton Corporation 
Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bil [Lords. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional ,Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow 
Corporation.” [Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for increasing the capital of the 
South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company, Limited, by the 
creation ot paid-up shares, and providing for the issue thereof to the share- 
holders and for other purposes.” {South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas 
and Goke Company, Limited, Bill [Lords. ] a 


Esk Valley Power Gas Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Read the 
first time; and, under Section 7 of The Private Legislation Procedure 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, ordered to be considered upon Wednesday 


Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; and, under Section 7 of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, ordered to be considered upon Wednesday 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; and, under Section 7 of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, ordered to be considered upon Wednesday 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill{Lorps|.—Read the first 
time; and, under Sections 8 and 9 of The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, ordered to be read a second time upon Wednesday, and 
to be printed. [Bill 282.] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps}.—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 283. ] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of Evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended June 30th, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Lanp JuvGe’s Court (IreELtanp).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
July 17th; Mr. T. W. Russell]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 256.] iy Tae ee ae Re eee 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND BRITISH Possessions).—Copy presented, of 
Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1904. Volume II, [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ; , ‘ ss ‘ 


CotontaL Import Duties, 1905.—Copy presented, of Return relating to the 
Rates of Import Duties levied upon the principal and other Articles im- 
ported into British Colonies, Possessions, and Protectorates [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Nortu-WeEst oF Canapa.—Copy presented, of Report to the Board of Trade on 
the North-West of Canada, with special reference to Wheat Production for 
Export, by James Mavor, Professor of Political Economy in the University 
of Toronto, Canada, 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CoLonIAL Stratistics.—Copy presented, of Statistical Tables relating to British 
Colonies, Possessions, and Protectorates. Part XXVIII. for the year 1903 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table ; ; ; P 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeRIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 3444 and 3453 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


TREATY Series (No. 19, 1905).—Copy presented, of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and the Nethe:!ands providing for the Settlement by 
Arbitration of certain Classes of Questions which may arise between the 
two Governments. Signed at London, February 15th, 1905 [Ratifications 
exchanged at London, July 12th, 1905] [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 


Civi, Services Estimates, 1905-6.—Copy presented, of Revised Estimate, 
Class 7, Vote 4 (Ireland Development Gane t) [by Command]; referred to the 
Committee of Supply, and to be printed. Iwo 257. | 


Lanp Recistry.—Account presented. of Receipts and Payments in respect of the 
Land Registry for the year ended March 31st, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 258.] 


HicH Court or Justice anb Courr or APPEAL, ETc,—Copy presented, of 
Account showing the Receipts and Expenditure in respect of the High 
Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal during the year ended March 31st, 

1905 [by Act]; to le upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 259.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INSPECTION OF TURBARY DEED GF THE KinG-HARMAN Estrare,—Question, Mr. 
Tully (Leitrim, $8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long is a3 “ 

CONDITIONS OF BUILDING GRANT TO KILMEEDY (County Limerick) SCHOOLS, 
Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Kine’s Brrruypay As A HOLIDAY FOR MANIPULATION STAFF OF THE POST OFFICE. 
—Q(Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, L: a Stanley .. 

CONTRACTS FOR TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE PLANT TO BRITISH AND FOREIGN 
FirMs.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley at! ne ne ae i Pe at 

Piucky Conpuct or A PostMAN at KeENDAL.—Question, Captain Bagot (West- 
moreland, Kendal) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PostaL DELIVERIES AT STAVELEY, NEAR KENDAL.— Question, Captain Bagot ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley —.. 6% i “i 5 is ee ee 
APPLICATIONS FOR Posts UNDER THE ALIENS AcT,—Question, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ve és 
SALES ON THE EARL OF SHAFTESBURY’S ANTRIM EstTare.—Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long “% i ‘a a 


GRANT TO PATRICK COONEY ON THE LesLIE Estate, Drumpinis (County 
CAaVAN).—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, ©.) ; Answer, Mr.Walter 
Long o° ae oe ee oe ee oe oe 


Page 


20 


20) 


) 


~ 


oe 


~t 








Ps 


Le 


M 








TABLE OF CONTENTS, XV 
July 24.) Page 


Heav-Dress oF Norta or IRELAND IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. 
Sloan; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. a ors es ¥: eae (gS 


DELAY IN PAYMENT oF ARMY ORDNANCE WorRKMEN AT IsLAND BRIDGE, 
Dusiin.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. a 20 


Days OccupteD In Discussion or Suppty.—Question, Sir Frederick Milner 
(Nottinghamshire, Bassetlaw) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 2 se “ae 


ParceLs ApprREss IN IrIsH.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; 





Answer, Lord Stanley... re oF es - “ - oe 
Loan To Mr. VAN ReENsBERG BY TRANSVAAL GOVERNMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. us ae 
EMPLOYMENT FOR COLONIAL Orricers INVALIDED Home,—Question, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton ea a * ‘- “> ae 
Mosquito-Proor SLEEPING Rooms FOR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES IN WEST 
Arrica.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. « we 
Potice Evipence at Gatway.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson Ee wv a Fanta “4 “A 30 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON THE SEA FISHERIES OF 
SUTHERLAND AND CAITHNESS.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness-shire) : 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson a Ss ei - ne a se Oo 
CLosING OF PENTLAND FirtH To TRAWLERS. — Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 3 
Loans ror Happock CuRERS IN SUTHERLAND AND CAITHNESS.—Question, Mr. 
Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 33 
{uns OF St. Paui’s Monastery, JARrRow.—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford 
University) ; Answer, Lord Balearres ) 
Locat EpucaTIoN AUTHORITIES AND ScHOOL TEACHERS’ Housr ATTACHED TO 
VoLuNTARY ScHOOLS. — Question, Mr. Talbot; Answer, Sir William 
Anson de a, Se a : 34 
Trea INTERVAL FoR PosTMEN IN THE West CENTRAL DistrRIcT OFrrice.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley .. .. 3d 
Metric System or Weicuts.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law AE os ans a a as Pd oe os ae 
ENGINEERING SECTIONS IN CONNECTION WITH PRIVATE BILLS.—Question, Sir 
John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. se OO 
SMALLPOX OUTBREAK AT BELFasT.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long a ‘a ie *4 a ai - vi — 
{EGISTRATION OF RELIGION OF CHILDREN BY BoaRDs OF GUARDIANS—CASE OF 
LEESON AT BeLrastT.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
36 


Long wn ae nie “a wn ee ee es oe ss 
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OFFICERS OF IRISH DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long a i te “sé "3 < ae 


AVERAGE ATTENDANCE AT Protestant Inrant ScHoots at BALLYMENA.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ek . oor. “ie 


SALVATION ARMY CoLonres—Mr. Riper HacGcarp’s REPorts—DEPARTMENTAL 
ComMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Butcher (York); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. 38 


VOLUNTEER BATTALIONS AND Musketry Covurse.—Question, Mr. Hudson 





(Hertfordshire, Hitchin) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 39 
Discussion oF SuppLy.—Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 6 a or a: I, 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Fioceinc Boys 1x THE Navy.—Question, Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) soe ED 


VoLUNTEER Errictency Tests.—Question, Major Seely (Isle of Wigut) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 43 


GARRISON ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ‘ih si - ase es 44 





InpIAN ReEtIEFs.—Question, Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, 


Mr. Arnold-Forster 45 
SoLtpreRS AND ReLicious FEstIvALs.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.); 

Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster cg e i - ae uf .. 4 
Loan to Mr. VAN RENSBERG BY TRANSVAAL GOVERNMENT.—Question, Mr. 

Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, The Secretary of State 

for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) .. bs +s 45 ft 


CoLONIAL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. 46 


Maceponia.—Question, Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.); Answer, The Under- 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Karl Percy, Kensington, 8.) .. ai, ae 
OVERSTOCKING OF ComMMoN LANDS IN ScoTLAND.—Question, Mr. Catheart 8 

Wason; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, 

Bridgton) ‘ -S es 47 
CHILD OFFENDERS IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.); E 

Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ee on Be ee e oe ae 4a 


Unster Pic Rearine Inpustry.—Question, Mr. Liddell (Down, W.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) a a. 


Pusiic Accounts Commirrer.—Fourth Report, with Minutes of Evidence, T 
brought up, and read. 


Xeport to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 260.] aa . 4 
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(HAIRMEN’S PANEL.—Leave to make a Special Report ; Special Report brought 


4() 


46 


46 


49 





up and read ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 261.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 261.] .. as - 49 

THE GOVERNMENT DEFEAT—STATEMENT BY THE PRIME MINISTER.—The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 49 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” — 

(Ser A. Acland-Hood.) 
Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling ~— 70 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 75 
Ser J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 82 
Mr, Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) .. 85 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) .. 90 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) 91 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) .. 98 
Mr. T, P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 100 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 104 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis). 105 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 107 
Sur Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 112 
Mr, A. }. Baljour es i ai 118 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Adjourned accordingly at twenty-two minutes after Seven o’clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 25rx JULY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the>Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that no 
Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bill ;—Local Government 
Provisional Order (Poor Law) (No. 2). 

The same was ordered to lie on the Table 125 

StanpInG OrDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Wigan Corporation Bill ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. Read, and agreed to . 125 

Ealing Corporation Bill—Reported, with Amendments 125 

Wemyss Dock Bill [1.u.|.—Report from the Select Committee, That it is not 
expedient to proceed further with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table 125 

Thames Conservancy Bill—Moved, That the order made on the 16th day of 
March last, ‘* That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall 
be read a second time after the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection, 125 


VOL. CL. [Fourtn SEries.] b 
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London County wen anid Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed si ¥ 5 es 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No..#2) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill.—-Moved, That the order made on the 16th day of March 
last, “ That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after the 27th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read 2*; agreed to. Bills 
read 2" accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [4...]|—Commons Amend- 
ment considered (according to order), and agreed to P bes 


Glasgow University Order Confirmation Bill [1.L.].—Read 3* ee 
to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 4 ” 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TrapeE Rerorts.—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No, 3450. Sweden (Gothenburg). 
No, 3451. Germany (Dantzig). 
No. 3452. China (Kiukiang). 
No. 3455. Brazil (Porto Alegre). 
No. 3454. Italy (Lombardy). 
No. 3455. China (Swatow). 
No, 3456. Germany (Finances of the German Empire) 
STRIKES AND Lock-outs (BoarD or TRAbE (LAasour DEepartMENT).—Report 


on strikes and lock-outs in the United Kingdom in 1904, and on concilia- 
tion and arbitration boards. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
Hie Courr or Justice anp Court or AppEAL, ETC.—Account showing the 
receipts and expenditure in respect of the High Court of Justice and Court 


of Appeal during the year ended March 31st, 1905 


LanpD Reaistry.—Account of receipts and payments in respect of the land 
registry, for the year ended March 3lst, 1905 . 


MounicipaL Corporations (INcoRPORATION OF WIMBLEDON).—Charter of 
Incorporation of the borough of Wimbledon, dated July 24th, 1905. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table.. 


Public Health Acts (Amendment) Bill [u.L.].—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee (with the Proceedings of the Committee and Appendix), made, and 
to be printed. (No. 154.) Minutes of Evidence laid upon the Table, and 
to be delivered out, Bill reported, with Amendments, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House on Friday next ; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 153.) 
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Compensation for Damage to Crops Bill —House in Committee (according 
to order). Bill reported without Amendment ; and recommitted to the 
Standing Committee e ae os an - os R. 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [u.L.].—House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bill to be read 5* on Tuesday next .. ee ; 


Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) Bill—Reported from the Standing 
Committee without Amendment ; and to be read 3* on Thursday next 


GERMANY AND THE WELSH COAL FIELD. 


Lord Muskerry 
The Secretary of State jor Foreign Affairs ( T he Marquess oj L ansdow aad. 


Public Roads (Ireland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Urde1). 
The Earl of OnsLow in the Chair. 
Clause 1. 


Lhe Lora rresident of the Council and President of the Board of Educa- 
tion (The Marquess of Londonderry) 


On question, drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to, 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 
THe Army, 
Lord Tweedmouth 


Moved to resolve, “ That this House is of opinion that the supply, training, 
and conditions of service of officers in all branches of the King’s Army 
require the instant attention of His Majesty’s Government.”’—(Jord 
Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Lovat ; 

The Earl of Erroll 

The Earl of Arran 

The Eal of Albermarle 

The Under-Secretary of State for Var + (Lhe Earl of “‘Donoughmore) 
Lord Tweedmouth “4 - aa oa - 
Earl Carrington ; es “s “a mi 7 

The Earl of Lonsdale. . 


On Question, Motion agreed ti. 
Sunpsay TRADING, 
Lord Avebury 


Lhe Secretary of State jor Foreign Afiairs( The Marquess of Lansd Owne) 
The Duke of Northumberland me ‘ ‘ es - + 
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The Earl of Wemyss os i ie . = oe 
The Lord Archbishop of Cante rary cs = “3 x te 
The Earl of Alerdeen ; a oy ey ~ ae 


House adjourned at half-past Seven o’clock, to Thursday next, a 
quarter-past Four o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 25rxH JULY, 1905. 
Lhe House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSI NESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
ComPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz.:—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow .. es ie, eo 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Cor e— _ cinati —As amended, to be con- 
sidered To-morrow : i: 7. ES 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill (py Orprr) ; Charing Cross, 
Kuston, and Hampstead Railway Bill (by Order) ; Edgware and Hampstead I 
Railway Bill (by Order) ; London and North Western Railway Bill (by 
Order) ; Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill (by Order) ; Dublin United 
Tramways Bill (by Order); Midland Railway Bill (by Order) ; Skegness 
Water Bill (by Order); Woolwich Borough Council Bill (by Order).— 
Consideration of Lords Amendments defcrred till To-morrow i in 


Formby Township Bill [Lorps] (sy Oxper); Workington Harbour and Dock ) 
Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords] (by Order) ; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [Lords] (by 
Order) ; Sheffield University Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; South Lancashire 
Tramways Bill [Lords] (by Order).—Third Reading deferred till To-morrow 174 


ry 


Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement B ill| Lorvs] (ny Orvrr). 
—Consideration, as amended, deferred till Monday next (Evening Sitting) 174 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] (ny Orver) ; Shepton 
Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Bristol , 
Blind Asylum Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Corbett Estate Bill [Lords] (by 
Order); County of tse Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords] te 
Order) ; Humber Conservancy Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Southport, Birk- 
dale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lords] (by Orde eg —Consider- 


ation, as amended, deferred till To-morrow .. : .. 174 


Ear] of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bull [Loxvs] (ny OrpER) ; Metropolitan 
Klectric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill [Lords] (by Order).— 
Second Reading deferred till Thursday (Ev ot Be Sitting) .. ne « WE 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders = ee Bill iia —Second 


Reading deferred till To-morrow 


. ee 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps] (By OrpER).— 
Consideration, as amended, deferred till Thursday (Evening Sitting) 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company, Limited, Bill 
[Lorps].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs. 


That they have agreed to—Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill ; 
Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton Railway Bill; Shropshire, Worces- 
tershire, and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill; Caledonian Railway 
Bill; North British Railway (General Powers) Bill; Rhondda Urban 
District Council Bill; Liverpool Corporation Bill, with Amendments, 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a Provi- 
sional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Paisley District Tramways.” [Paisley District Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
Glasgow Corporation Tramways.” — [Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Con- 
solidation) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords. ] 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill Lorps].—Read the 
first time ; and ordered, under Section 9 of The Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be read a second time upon Thursday, and 
to be printed. [Bill 282.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mvunicipat Corporations.—Copy presented, of Charter of Incorporation of the 
Borough of Wimbledon, dated July 24th, 1905 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1903-4).—Copy presented, of Abstract of the Returns of 
Shipping Casualties which occurred on or near the Coasts or in Rivers and 
Harbours of she United Kingdom from July Ist, 1605, to June 50th, 1504, 
und of the Returns of Shipping Casualties to British Vessels elsewhere than 
on the Coasts of the United Kingdom, and to Foreign Vessels on or near the 
Coasts, or in Rivers and Harbours, of British Possessions Abroad, ete., with 
Charts and Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


STRIKES AND Lockx-Outs.—Copy presented, of Report on Strikes and Lock-outs 
of 1904, and on Conciliation and Arbitration Boards [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Power Brakes oN Raitway Locomorives.—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered April 10th; Mr. Bell}; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 256.] ‘ oo 9% - - ss és ‘ 


Travbe Reports (ANNUAL SeRtEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3454 to 3456 [by ae to lie upon 
the Table ‘“s os - ‘ 
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ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ giving the number 
ot Arrests for Drunkenness within the Metropolitan Police District of Dublin 
and the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, and Waterford, from the hour of 8 
a.m. on Sunday till 2 p.m., from 2 p.m. to 7 p.m., from 7 p.m. to 9 p.m., 
from 9 p.m. to 12 midnight, from 12 midnight to 8 a.m. on Monday, between 
May Ist, 1904, and April 30th, 1905, both days inclusive, the arrests 
being given from 8 a.m. on Sundays till 8 a.m. on Mondays. 


“ And, similar Returns for the rest of Ireland from May Ist, 1904, to 
April 30th, 1905.°—(Mr. Sloan.) i a *h i 8 - 


Cyprus.—Return ordered, “ of all sums paid in the years 1903-4 and 1904-5 re- 
spectively, out of the moneys arising from the revenues of Cyprus, in dis 
charge of the interest upon the Turkish Loan guaranteed by this country and 
France in 1855 ; of all sums voted by Parliament during the same period in 
aid of the administration of Cyprus ; and of the surplus remaining in each 
year over and above the payments made, with interest thereon (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 360, of Session 1904).”—(Mr, Pierpoint.) 


TRINITY COLLEGE (INTERMEDIATE SCHOLARSHIPS).—Return ordered, “ of Copy 
of Correspondence between Trinity College, Dublin, and the Board of In- 
termediate Education in Ireland, on the subject of Intermediate Scholar- 
ships in Trinity College, together with the Board’s Resolutions in the 
matter.’—(Mr. Walter Long.) .. ‘fe “4 * es - << 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CHARITY COMMISSIONERS’ SCHEME FOR SHREWSBURY MUNICIPAL CHARITIES.— 
Question, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. Griffith Boscawen 


BoaRb oF GUARDIANS AND MIDWIFERY RELIEVING ORDERS.—Question, Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ne 


PAYMENT OF OVERDUE SALARIES OF TEACHERS IN MONTGOMERYSHIRE VOLUNTARY 
ScHOOLS.—Question, Lieut.-Col. Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson a = os oy, sr zy. oe 


Issur or Noves or Less Vatur THAN £5,—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. “i o 


ASSAULTS AND Murpers (CoMMITTEp BY INDIAN NATIVES ON WHITE PEOPLE.— 
Question, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


TRAVELLING ALLOWANCES TO RipING MASTERS AND QUARTERMASTERS IN 
Inp1A.—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Mr, Brodrick 


ASSAULTS AND MURDERS COMMITTED ON NATIVES oF INDIA BY FOREIGNERS.— 
Question, Sir site Seis ions Green, N.E.); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick , ; ah ze ae 

Erizootic LyMPHANGITIS AND GLANDERS AMmoncsrt Horses tn IRELAND— 
COMPENSATION FOR COMPULSORY SLAUGHTER.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


REDISTRIBUTION SCHEME—REPRESENTATION OF THE City oF BATH. —(uestion, 
Colonel Wyndham Murray (Bath); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THEATRES AT Roya Marine Barracks.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, 
Suffolk, Woodbridge) Pe rhe ies 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE OF THEATRES AT RoyYAL MARINE BARRACKS.— 
Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. ie te Pa ap 


ULLAPOOL AND THE RoyaL NAvAL Reserve.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Pretyman 


THE FRANCHISE IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S8.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies at Lyttelton, Warwick 
and Leamington) ‘ “a ; : - 7 ‘ 


ALLEGED ILLEGAL FLOGGING OF CHINESE IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Dr. 
Macnamara (Camberwell, N.): Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


PROPOSED PARTITION OF BENGAL PRrovincre.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ws ‘3 se +s fe ‘i La 


PRESS CENSORSHIP IN INDIA.—Questions, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


THE Kvkwitch OurraGes.—Question, Mr. Noel Buxton (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for =r Affairs (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, S.) ; es a 7 ; bu ee 


MACEDONIAN FINANCE.—Questions, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Earl Percy 


Hovusine IN THE ISLAND oF LEWiIs.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


Pusiic FisHinc RIGHTS IN THE POOLEWE (RoOsS-SHIRE) RIVER.—Question, 
Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. 3 


UNTENANTED LAND IN SLico.-—Questions, Mr. O'Dowd; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 


GorE-Bootu Estate, Sitico.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long 


IrIsH TRADE WITH GREAT BritaIn.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.), Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. a and Mr. isi ce ee Ks = Mr. Walter 
Long és : ‘a a4 


DarRYQUIN (SNEEM) Potice Force.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long 


Irish VALUATION ApPpEALS—THE LAw Orricers’ Fees.—Question, Mr. Joseph 
Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long “ we 


Irish Epucation Ru.tes.—Question, Mr, Boland ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 
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RockFIELD Grass Farm, County WESTMEATH.—Questions, Mr. Sullivan (West- 
meath, S.) and Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


UnTenanteD Lanps 1n Gounty Cavan.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Rates OF FREIGHT OF SEED OATS AND SEED POTATOES FROM DUBLIN TO BAWN- 
Boy Roap (CavAN).—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ; es 


Irish MounteD Pouice Stations.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


Roya Irish ConsTABULARY—DISCIPLINARY INQUIRIES.—Question, Mr. Vin- 
cent Kennedy ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Over-Brivce TrAMs.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, The Prime Minister 
and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 


THE GOVERNMENT'S FiscaL Poticy.—Questions, Mr. Black (Banffshire), Mr. 
*s; Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton), and Mr. Churchill (Oldham) ; 
2 Answers, Mr. A. J Balfour es oe Rh ies he * es 


REDISTRIBUTION—PLURAL VOTERS.—Question, Mr. Black; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ; 


THE Irish LanD Commission Vore.—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
8.), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), and Mr. T. W. Healy ; Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour a Bk Ms ve 5 ss oe m= 


UNANSWERED QUESTIONS.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour a : ss 2 ee 


Report oF NAvAL Works REsOLUTION.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


BUSINEss OF THE HousE.—Questions, Capt. Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1g by : ae 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill—Lords Amendments to be considered upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 284.] , - es - 


Pubic Petitions Commirree.—Fourth Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ot a3 se 


REGISTRATION OF Nurses.—Report from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence, brought up, and read. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 257.] a9 


NEW BILLS. 


Metropolitan Borough Councils Association (No. 2) Bill —‘“‘ To authorise 
expenditure by Metropolitan Borough Councils in connection with certain 
associations,” presented by Captain Jessel ; supported by Sir Albert Rollit 
Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Hayes Fisher, Dr, Macnamara, Mr. Sydney Buxton, 
Mr. Remnant, and Mr, Crooks ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 285.] .. - £5 si es 
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National Galleries of Scotland Bill—‘ To establish a Board of Trustees to 
manage the National Galleries of Scotland, and for other purposes connected 

. with the promotion of the Fine Arts in Scotland,” presented by The Lord 
Advocate ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


A TE a 


Supprty [l6rH ALLorreD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair., 


Crvit SBRVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6 


Crass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £631,721 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Expenses of the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland, including a Grant in Aid of the 
Teachers’ Pension Fund, Ireland.” 


Mr. Churchill (Oldham) = ai a a er v «- 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... en ws é ee .. 200 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) as ea “ = ies “ .. 206 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That item A (salaries and wages) be 
reduced by £1,000.”—(Mr, Dillon.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) x a “e ‘i is .. 215 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) ae ae ae BP zs sts .. 222 
Mr. T. W. Russel! wlagine S.) vi fa “3 i an .. 228 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) “ i i ee .. 230 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W 7 - os - x -. 232 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. - ~ me a <n! 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, Bs. ae Ke i a .. 241 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) a - ae in wi .. 242 
Cotonel Saunderson (Armagh, N ‘ee .. 243 
The Chef Secretary ah Ireland a Mr. Walter r Long, Bristol, S. .. .. 243 
Mr. Dillon... ‘ $i .. 253 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


mittee report Progress ; to sit again this even 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again thi ning. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Suppiy [l6rH ALLorreD Day]. 


Considered in Committee 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 

CivIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6. 
Giass IIT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum not exceeding £32,416, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 


on the 31st day of March, 1906, for Criminal Prosecutions and other Law 
Charges in Ireland.” 


Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) 255 
Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £31,416, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Joseph Devlin.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ae ae ee oa = sie .. 263 
Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) .. a &% er be ws .. 266 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) “ 2 
The Attorney-General for Ireland ( Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N. 2} .. 274 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . bi = va ~~» i 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200; Noes, 260. (Division List No. 364.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 

NavaL Works [Conso.ipatep Funp.].—Resolution reported, “‘ That it is ex- 
pedient to make further provision for the construction of works in the 
United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and to 
authorise the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums not exceeding 
£5,835,000 as may be required for those purposes, and to make provision for 
raising in the manner provided by Section 5 of the Naval Works Act, 1895, 
the sums so issued by Terminab}, Annuities for a period not exceeding 
thirty years from the dates of the borrowing.” 

Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) se ‘a - ST 


Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) . 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 2, after the word ‘ works’ to insert the words ‘ already 


a» 


commenéed.’ ”—(Mr. Soares.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Cwil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, — rial 289 


Mr. McKennu (Monmouthshire, N.) 290 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. 7” a“ 5% es ie -- 291 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) or ie “a a ~ -. 2291 


Mr. Churchill (Oldham) ee es es i ee es -. 292 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques - 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Avyes, 230; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 305.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 178; Noes, 229. (Division List No. 306.) 


Mr. Rea (Gloucester) .. ee re “ nh ae .. 303 
Mr. Ainsworth (. Argyllshire) o we “ : ee -. 304 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 4, to leave out ‘ £5,835,000,’ and to insert ‘ £3,835,000.’ ” 
—(Mr. Rea.) 


9 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £5,835,000° stand part of the said Resolution. 


Mr. Arthur Lee ; +s un ‘ie -- 305 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower | r Hanlets, » Poplar = va “3 .. 307 
Mr. McKenna a - i“ “a .. 308 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 218; Noes, 170. (Division List No. 307.) 

Question put accordingly, ‘ That ‘ £5,835,000 ’ stand part of the said Resolu- 
tion.” 

The House divided :—Aves, 219; Noes, 168. (Division List No. 308.) 

Mr. A. J. BALFour claimed, “‘ That the Main Question be now put.” 


Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee 


in the said Resolution.” 
? 


The House divided :—Ayes, 219; Noes, 159. (Division List No. 309.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. 
Pretyman, and Mr. Lee. 
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Naval Works Bill.—‘“ To make further provision for the construction of w orks 
in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the Roy al 
Navy,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 287.] 


Companies Acts Amendment (Dentists) Bill.—Order for Second Reading 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn : ‘ os me ei 


Companies Acts Amendment (Physicians), Etc., Bill—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn ; - ‘i 


NEW BILLS. 


FactoriEs AND WorksHops.—Bill to amend the law relating to Factories and 
Workshops, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Tennant, Mr. Sydney Buxton, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Sir John Stirling Maxwell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Talbot, : 
Mr. McKenna, and Mr. Haldane. 


Factories and Workshops Bill.—‘“‘ ‘lo amend the law relating to Factories 
and Workshops,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 288] 


SumMary Jurispicrion (CHILDREN) (No. 2).—Bill to amend the law relating 
to the Trial and Detention of Children, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Tennant, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Mildmay, Mr. Crooks, Mr. Melville, Sir 
John Gorst, and Mr. Toulmin. 


Summary Jurisdiction (Children) (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the law relating 
to the Trial and Detention of Children,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 289] 

Business or THE House (SuppLy).—Motion made, and Question put, “ That the 
three additional days be allotted to the Business of Supply.”’-—(Sir H. Camp- 
bell- Bannerman.) 


The House divided :—Aves, 169 ; Noes, 216. (Division List No. 310) 


CongEsTED Districts (ScoTLanp) (Rates).—Order [18th Inly] for a Return 
relative thereto, read, and discharged.—(Mr. John Dewar.) . 


And, it being after One of the clock, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
without Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at Three O'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 26TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill (by ~~ Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill (by Order) ; Edgware and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill (by Order); London and North Western Railway Bill 
(by Order) ; Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill (by Order) ; Dublin United 
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Tramways Bill (by Order) ; Midland Railway Bill (by Order); Skegness 
Water Bill (by Order) ; Woolwi ich Borough Council Bill (by ae Con- 
sideration of Lords Amendments deferred till To-morrow = 


Formby bet Bill [Lorps] (by Order); Workington Harbour and Dock 
Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bull 
[Lords] (by Order) ; M: itlock Bath Improvement Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [Lords] (by 
Order) ; Sheffield University Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; South Lancashire 
Tramways Bill [Lords] (by Order). Third Reading deferred till To-morrow 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] (by Order); Shepton 
Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Bristol 
Blind Asylum Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Corbett Estate Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords] (by Order); 
Humber Conservancy Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Corporation Bill [Lords] (by Orde was Consideration, as amended, deferred 
till To-morrow 


Central London Railway Bill (by Order).—Order for Second Reading read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn : me as ae ; 


Great Northern, Piccadilly and Brompton Railway (No. 2) Bill (by 
Order). —Order for Second Reading read, and discharged Bill ak 


drawn 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Biil [Lorps].—Esk Valley 
Power Gas Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Stonehaven Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Consideration deferred till To-morrow 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps}].—Second Reading 
deferred till ‘To-morrow oe ie st “a 3 ‘5 ea 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill nets —Second Reading 
deferred till Monday next (Evening Sitting) P ie ita 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lorps] (By Order).— 


Second Reading deferred till Monday next (Evening Sitting) 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. 1) Bill 
[Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Loxps].—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bull to be read the third time To-morrow 


Central Electric Supply Bill [Lorps]; Oldham and Saddleworth District 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed ‘ 3 < as me va - ‘ 


Rhymney ard Aber Va'leys Gas and Water Company acne 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table ; ‘ 
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PETITIONS. 
CHURCHES (ScoTLaND) B1LL.—Petition from Montrose, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Crorrers’ Ho.ipines (Scortanp) Act (1886) AmENpMENT (No. 2) BILL.— 
Petition from Montrose, in favour ; to lie upon the Table Ke 


Lanp VaLvurs Taxation (ScoTLanD) Brtu.—Petition from Montrose, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table “3 i a en - xa 


Sineu, Manaras’* 1 Mapuo.—Petition from Bellary and other places in India, for 
inquiry into his case; to lie upon the Table 


Sunpay Trapine (ScoTLanp) Britt.—Petition from Montrose, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table 


WorkKMEN’s CoMPENSATION BILL.—Petition from Barnsley, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Intanp Revenve.—Copy presented, of Forty-eighth Report of the Commis- 
sioners, for the year ended 3lst March, 1905. Dby Con. ow to lie upon 
the Table ay ‘ ae oi ws 


Post Orrice.—Copy presented, of ieessteat Report of the Postmaster-General 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CoLoniAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report No. 451 
(Hong-Kong, Annual ios for 1904) ) Eby snleiiaeiii to lie upon the 
Table - «i ie - 


Bankruprcy Act, 1890 (RULE).—Copy presented, of General Rule made pursu- 
ant to Section 25 of The siaieiiaciteale Act, 1890 wield sail to lie upon the 
Table ae ‘ ; ~ “ “ 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3457 to 3459 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table on ae 


Army (PENsIons).—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 20th March; 
Captain Norton]; to lie upon the Table Ks - 


ORDNANCE SuRVEY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Progress of the Ordnance 
Survey to the 3lst March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


1. Inquiry into Charities (County of Wilts). Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 9th August, 1901; Mr. Griffith Boscawen]; to be printed. 
[No. 266.] 


2. Royal University of Ireland. Copy of Account of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Royal University of Ireland for the year ended 31st 
March, 1905, together with the Report of the Comptrollerand Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 267.] - , 


InquIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINISTRATIVE County oF Devon).—Return 
ordered, “‘ comprising (1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners in 
the result of an Inquiry held in every parish wholly or partly within the 
administrative county of Devon into Endowments, subject to the provisions 
of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or 
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in part for the benefit of that county, or of any part thereof, together with 

the Reports on those Endowments of the Commissioners for inquiring con- 

cerning Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a Digest showing in the case of each 

such parish, whether any, and, if any, what, such Endowments are recorded 

in the books of the Charity Commissioners in the parish ; and (3) an Index, 

alphabetically arranged, of names and places mentioned in the Reports.” 

—(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) a ei “s a ee 7 .. 334 


Inquiry INTO CHARITIES (Country BoroucH or Sartnt Hevtens).—Return 
ordered, “ comprising (1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners 
in the result of an Inquiry held in the county borough of St. Helens into 
Endowments, subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 
to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part for the benefit of that county 
borough, or of any part thereof, together with the Reports on these Endow- 
ments of the Commissioners for inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 1837 ; 
(2) a Dig-st showing whether any, and, if any, what such Endowments 
are recorded in the books of the Charity Commissioners in the county 
borough ; and (3) an Index, alphabetically arranged of names and places 
mentioned in the Reports.” —(Mr, Griffith Boscawen.) .. ‘a “a .. 334 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (CouNTY BorouGH OF PRESTON).—Return ordered, 
“comprising (1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners in the 
result of an Inquiry held in the county borough of Preston into Endowments, 
subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and 
appropriated in whole or in part for the benefit of that county borough, 
or of any part thereof, together with the Reports on those Endowments 
of the Commissioners for inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 1837 ; 
(2) a Digest showing whether any, and, if any, what such Endowments are 
recorded in the books of the Charity Commissioners in the county borough ; 
and (3) an Index, alphabetically arranged, of names and places mentioned in 
the Reports.” —( Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) .. ms = - ae .. 335 


Locat Rates In Concestep Districts (SCOTLAND).—Return ordered, “ giving 
the amount of Local Rates per pound levied during the years 1892-3 to 
1903-4, inclusive, in each parish within the Congested Districts in Scot- 
land, as specified in the Sixth Annual Report of the Congested Districts 
Board (Scotland) :— 





| 
County Rates. | Total. 





‘ | 
Parish Rates. | 5 
County | Notes as to 
and Year | | Rates levied 
Parish in Special 


Owners,| Oecupiers,) Owuers. Occupiers.| Owners.| Occupiers.| Districts. 








| 
Argyll : | 1892-3 | 
. 1895 
&e. 
1908-4... 








Increase or 
Decrease 
between 
1892-3 & 
1903-4 ... 





| eee 1892-3 
«Xe. 























—(Mr. John Dewar.) ee ee oe oe ee oe oe oe 336 
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CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STaTIsTIcs (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1904. Part I. Criminal 
Statistics [by Command]; to lie upon the Table , <i : 


TRINITY COLLEGE (INTERMEDIATE SCHOLARSHIPS).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 25th July ; Mr. Walter Long]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 264.].. A ar = - i ae 56 


Navy (StaTEMENT OF Excess), 1903-4.—Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Sum required to be voted in order to make good Excesses of Navy Expen- 
diture beyond the Grants, for the year ended 31st March, 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 265.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SOUTHAMPTON Post OFFICE—DANGEROUS APPROACH.—Question, Mr. Tanker- 
ville Chamberlayne (Southampton) ; Answer, Lord Balcarres 


Crown Lanp Farms Vacant.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Lkes- 
ton); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Marts FROM NortH OF IRELAND To Lonpon.—Question, Mr. Liddell (Down, 
W.); Answer, Lord Stanley sh 


SorTING CLERKS AND TELEGRAPHISTS IN THE SAVINGS BANK DEPARTMENT.— 
Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Post OFFICE—RECLASSIFICATION OF OFFICES SCHEME.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


Privy Counci, AND List oF PENSsIons.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 


WRONGFUL IMPRISONMENT OF FREDERICK CoopER AT SALFORD.—Question, 
Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas.. 


Ha.u-MarkInG OF ForEIGN WATCHES.—Question, Mr. Arthur Stanley (Lanca- 
shire, Ormskirk); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


New Dritt or Royat Irish ConsTaBULARY.—(Que-tion, Mr. Charles Craig 
(Antrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr, Walter Long Ys en 
IMPRISONMENT OF INDENTURED INDIAN LABOURERS IN TRINIDAD.—Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


Cost oF LAND SETTLEMENT IN TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER CoLony.— 
Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttel- 
ton A we Pe es ste er ws ae sts 


Supposep PuRcHASE oF ForrIGNn Motor Cars FOR THE WAR OFFICE.—Question, 
Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


RoyaL MaRINnE BARRACKS—SALES OF TICKETS TO RECRUITS.—Questions, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


THe WuitmMarsH CoALFIELDS.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


THE VOLUNTEERS.—Questions, Major Seely (Isle of Wight); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forstér) and Mr. Speaker 


ALEXANDRA HarspouR—WRECKAGE OBsTRUCTIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir; 
Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) 


THE UNEMPLOYED WorKMAN’S BILt.—Question, Mr. David MaclIver (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour (Leeds, Central) ‘ 


PAYMENT OF EpucaTIon GRANTS.—Questions, Mz. Soares (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) ; Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education 
(Sir William Anson, Oxford University) 


IsLAND oF Lewis Fisutne Inpustry.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord- 
Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


THE BEAuForT CastLE SHootinc Caske.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, 
Mr. Scott Dickson : 


GiRLs’ SCHOOLS IN IRELAND—RULE 127 (b).—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) 
and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for lel nd 
(Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


THE IR1IsH DEVELOPMENT GRANT.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, 
N.), Mr. Dillon, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.), 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


THE Trans-ATLANtIC Marine P.O.—Questions, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College 
Green), and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, the Postmaster-General (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


CrowN ProsEcuTION AT GALWAY AssIZES.—Questions, Mr. Charles Devlin 
(Galway) and Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, The Attorney- 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Roya. Hipernian AcADEMY.—Questions, Mr. Boland and Mr. Mooney (Dublin 
County, S.); Answers, The Financial Secretary to the ‘T'reasury (Mr. Victor 
Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) : 

MINISTER OF INDUSTRY*AND ComMERCE.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 

THe UNEMPLOYED WoRKMEN BiLut.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 


Tydvil), Mr. Crooks (Woolwich), and Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. + -_ ee a ee 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Questions, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
S.); Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.), Mr. Joseph Devlin, Mr. Bryce 
(Aberdeen, S.), and Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe); Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour a ats aia i ae he He Ae os 


THE CoLonrAL CoNFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Soares, Mr. Lloyd-George 
(Carnarvon Boroughs), and Mr. I’. W. Russell; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedie:) Bill.—Lords Amendment to be con- 
sidered upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 293] -“ es bs 


NEW BILLS. 


Isle of Man Customs Bill.—‘ ‘To amend the Law with respect to Customs 
Duties in the Isle of Man,” presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to be read 
a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 292] 


Highways (No 2) Bill.—“ To provide for the establishment of a Highway 
Commission for England and Wales and for the Amendment of the Laws 
relating to Highways and Bridges in England and Wales, and for other 
purposes,” presented by Mr. Arthur Stanley ; supported by Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Mr. Lough, Mr. Griffith Boscawen, Mr. Perks, Mr. Bull, Mr. 
Scott-Montagu, and Mr. Tennant: to be read a second time To-morrow, 
and to be printed. {Bill 294] 

Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—‘'To continue various Expiring Laws,” 
presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to be read a second time To-morrow, 
and to be printed. [Bill 296] 


London (Equalisation of Rates) Bill.—‘ To make provision for the taking 
of a census in 1906 for the purposes of The London (Equalisation of Rates) 
Act, 1894,” presented by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; supported by Mr. Jeffreys ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 295.] 


Marine Works (Ireland) Bill. 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 


Bill to extend the Marine Works (Ireland) Act, 1902, to districts out 
of the congested districts.”—(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill to extend the Marine Works (Ireland) Act, 1902, to districts outside 


of the Congested Districts, ordered to be brought in by Sir Thomas 
Esmonde, Mr. Cogan, and Mr. Power. 


Marine Works (Ireland) Bill.—‘‘ To extend The Marine Works (Ireland) 
Act, 1902, to districts outside the Congested Districts,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 297.] 
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DURATION OF PARLIAMENTS. 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) a4 oi es ne s re w< SS 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to limit the duration of Parliaments to five years.” —(Mr. Churchill.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 239. (Division List No. 311.) 
Churches (Scotland) Bill.—As amended, considered. 
Mr. Thos. Shaw (Hawick Burghs) .. _ i - és .. 369 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 2, line 14, after the word, ‘shall,’ to insert the words 


‘having regard to congregational contributions and other income of 
the Free Church.’ ’—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Lord- Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Blackfriars) .. ee one 

Mr. Whitley (Halijaz) = Bie a os re » 310 
Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, N.) 371 

Mr. Scott Dickson 372 

Mr. Thomas Shaw 372 


Amendment proposed to the Bili— 
“In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘ support,’ to insert the words 
‘subject to payment of the usual annual contributions (if any).’ ”- 
(The Lord- Advocate.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, lines 17 and 18, to leave out the words ‘ supplementing 


congregational contributions towards.’ ”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert. the words * for 
itinerant preachers.’ ”’—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 21, to leave out the words ‘and for itinerant 
preachers.’ ”’—(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 31 and 32, to leave out the words ‘ and any orders 
so made,’ and insert the words ‘ Any such orders.’ ”-—(The Lord- 
Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2, line 32, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words 


‘may be recorded in the usual manner in the Register of Sasines or 
other appropriate register.” ”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 41, to leave out the first word ‘ or.” ”"—(Mr. 
Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 41, after the word ‘ burdens,’ to insert the words! 
‘or debts.’ ’—(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 2, after the word ‘ of,’ to insert the word ‘ that. ” 


--(The Lord- Advocate.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


999 


“In page 3, line 3, after the word ‘ of, to insert the word ‘ that.’ ”°— 
(Lhe Lord- Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, lines 15 and 16, to leave out the words ‘ executions 01 
any judgments,’ and insert the word ‘ execution.’ ”’—(Mr. Thomas 


Sha We) 


Amendment agreed to, 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 16, after th: word ‘ be,’ to insert the word ‘ per- 
manently.’ ’—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 3, line 21, after the first word ‘ the,’ to insert the words 
‘ orders or other.’ ”—(The Lord- Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to, 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 21, after the word ‘such,’ to insert the words 
‘ orders or.’ ”’—(The Lord- Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In pege 4, line 16, after the first word ‘ was,’ to msert the words 
‘vested in or. ”—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to, 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘ 


In page 4, line 23, after the word * shall,’ to insert the words ‘ not- 
withstanding anything that has taken place since said date.’ ”’—(Mr. 
Thomas Shaw.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) a on aa ae és i ws 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


* In page 4, line 25, to leave out the words ‘ properly made’ and 
insert the words ‘ made in good faith. —(Mr. Black)—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, ‘* That the words ‘ properly made’ stand part of the Bill.”’ 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. ave ry <5 we ae “ rae 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed to the Bul— 


“Tn page 4, line 35, after the word * legacies” to insert the words 
‘bequests or conveyances of property. ”— (Lhe Lord-Advocate.* 


Anondment agreed to, 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 5, line 4, after the word ‘ be,’ to insert the w ord ‘ perman- 
ently.” ”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to, 


Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) .. A sa ar ee 2. 37D 
Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) : as + 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 5, line 8, to leave out Clause 5.”—(Mr. George White.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘and,’ in page 5, line 10, stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) $4 Se ahs se .. 380 
Mr. Munvo- Ferguson (Leith Burghs) oe a ve at ce 
Mr. Elliott (Durham) ee ae aS “a ot are xe Oto 
Mr. Briqg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) — .. - io on ka ASOD 
Mr, Parker Snuth (Lanarkshire, Partick) .. me es vi .. 385 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) — .. -s Ms we me ~s oe 
Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) .. oF a ste we 22 8Ou 
Me. Perks (Lincolnshire,Louth) — .. a 5 me a «3 390 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrightshive) +3 ee ne ie .. «392 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) .. a ss “3 4 -« 3% 
Mr. Bryce a as ss Un a a be Js wa, O98 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. ss) oe - a ten 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. * 4 va 1 OUT 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 270; Nocs, 157. (Division List No, 312.) 
Mr. Bryce 10} 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 5, line 10, to leave out from the word ‘ established ’ to the 
word ° shall? in line 12.°—(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question put, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 255; Noes,.168. (Division List No. 315.) 
Amendment proposed to the Bill 


“e od ud > 
In page 5, line 21, after the word ‘and, to insert the words 
? : : . 
unless the context otherwise requires.” ”°—(Zhe Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to, 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“* In page 6, column 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the words ‘supple- 
menting congregational contributions towards ‘the. ”—(The Lord- 
Advocate.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn pag: 6, column 2, line 15, to leave out the words ‘General 
Church,’ and insert the words ‘these or similar. ””—( Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
’ 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill.— 


“In page 6, column I, line 15, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the 
words ‘ and for itinerant preachers.’ ”’—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
‘* In page 6, column 1, line 16, to leave out paragraph (b), line 16 to 


end, and insert the words ‘ (5) General purposes of administration and 
management.’ °—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column 1, lines 16 and'17, to leave’ out the words ‘ of the 
church, including expenses.’ ””—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 6, column 1, lines 18 and 19, to leave out the words ‘ pro 
vision for itinerant preachers, and imsert the words ‘ management of 
the Free Church. ”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 

Amendment agreed te- 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column 2, line 23, to leave out the words ‘ for teachers.’ ” 


—(The Lord- Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to, 
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Amendment proposed to the Biuu—- 


“In page 6, column 2, line 23, to leave out the word ‘ training.’ ” 


,° —(The Lord- Advocate.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 6, column 2, line 24, at end to insert the words ‘ or given,’ ” 


—(The Lord-Advocate.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Question, “* That the Bill be now read a third time,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


{rish Education (Afflicted Children) Bill—[Seconp Reavinc].—Order for 


Second Reading read. 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr, Walter Long, Bristol, 8S.) .. .. 410 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) — .. 6 “s te 26 .- 412 
Mr. Walter Long .. iF - is Sy - bas .. 412 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ai i sis x 5 of .. 413 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, SS.) .. as - se ae .. 4l4 
Mr. Claney (Dublin County, N.).. ts a ms - .. 414 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) i a 3 a os we 415 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) a os ie 5 sir .. 415 
Mr, Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. ae oe .. 416 
Mr. Walter Long 7 aS ie a os Kg .. 416 
Mr. T. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) ae 535 a re 2) ae 
Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S,) ra ob ie he a a+ | =Sh7 

Question put, and agreed to, 

311] read a second time, and committed for To-morrow, 

Osborne Estate Act (1902) Amendment Bill—[Seconp Reapinc].—Order 

for Second Reading read. j 

Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) .. re re ¥ - « 48 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting, 
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EVENING SITTING. 


London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill—(By Orprr).—As amended con- 
sidered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Standing Orders 223 sand 245 


be suspended and that the Bill be now read the third time.’—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) iy a ak ” 7 .. 420 


Question put, and agreed to. 
(King’s Consent and Prince of Wales’ Consent signified.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 

PusLic Accounts COMMITTEE, 


Sir A. Hayter (Walsall) ne as Ae a ~ aa -- 420 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. ae ap os ae .. 423 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That the four Reports of the Public * 
Accounts Committee be now taken into consideration.” —(Sir 1. Hayter.) 


Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) — .. as ae a .. $30 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) ee Re 4 oe ae - .. 432 
Mr. (Goddard (Ipswich) ee e ze a oi a .. 434 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) “Se Ee ne ns 43 .. 438 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) a - - a ye - .. dl 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr, Arnold-Forster, Beljast, N.) .. 444 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ae ne ss os .. 449 
Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeenshire, E.) = ae ate .. 455 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office ( (Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) ne a re oe ats .. 455 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, “That the four Reports of the Public Accounts Committee be 
now taken into consideration.”—(Sir A. Hayter.) 


Trade Marks Bill.—As amended, considered ; Ametdments made; Bill resd 
the third time, and passed : : % j ; ee - 459 


Public Meetings (Facilities) Bill [Lorns). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow ah ar .. 459 


Motor-Car Act (1903) Amendment Bil].— Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged ; Bill withdrawn = Pe a <i as iva roma (7 
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Congested Districts (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second atin read, and 


discharged ; Bill withdrawn 


Ferries (Acquisition by Local Authorities) _. —Order for Second pein 
read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn ‘ . 


NationaL Board oF Epucation (IRELAND) (ScHooL Commirrers).—Return 
ordered, “showing the number of Schools under the National Board of 
Education where there is a School Committee recognised by the Board as 
patron of the School ; the number of such Schools under the management of 
the Roman Catholic, the Protestant Episcopal, Presbyterian, and Methodist 
Churches respectively.”’—(Mr, T. W. Russell) ¥ - 

Trish Epvcation (APELICTED CHILDREN) [ExPENSES].—Committee to consider 
of authorising the payment, out of moneys provided by Parliament for 
Public Education in Ireland, of the Expenses of Education given to Afflicted 
Children, in pursuance of any Act of the present session to make better 
provision for the Elementary Education of Afflicted Children in Jreland 
(King’s Recommendation signified), To-morrow.—(Sir A. Acland- Hcod) 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 271m JULY, 1905. 
InrropUCED.—ALFRED Baron Miuner, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., having been created 
Viscount Milner, of St. James’ in the county of London, and Capetown 
in the Cape Colony, was (in the usua] manner) introduced 
Sat First. 


The Lord SANpDyYs sat first in Parliament after the death of his brother 


The Lord HastinGs sat first in Parliament after the death of his father 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hessie Gas Bill es J; Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill hau I 


Commons Amendments considered ard agreed to 


Londen County Council (General Powers) Bill. The King’s consent, 
and the consent of the Prince of Wales, signified ; and Bill reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Malvern Water Bill Reported, with Amendments 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Reported from the 
Select Committee, without Amendment, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House To-morrow .. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and wie Bill —Reported 


from the Select Committee, with Amendments .. 
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North-East London Railway Bill; Wigan Corporation Bill. Moved, That 
the order made on the 16th day of March last, “* That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after the 27th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read 2"; agreed 
to. Bills read 2* accordingly and committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. . es es ae es .. 461 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 14) B’.; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill. House in Committee (according to order). 
Bills reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bills to be read 3* To-morrow .. ae ae a oe we .. 462 


London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 


read 1"; and referred to the Kxaminers .. sa re EP ss .. 462 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No, 3) Bill.— House iy Committee 
(according to order), Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow oA = .. 462 
Thames Conservancy Bill; North-East London Railway Bul; Wigan 
Corporation Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills ; (viz. 
V. Colville of Culross, 
L. Clonbrock, 
L. Ramsay (£. Dalhousie), § 
L. Deramore, 
L. Ludlow (Chairman) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet on Monday next, at Twelve o'clock; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills es an ii oe Ye - A ne is .. 462 
London Government Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill; London 
Government Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Uniens) Bill. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl of Stamford and the Earl 
of Lauderdale be propesed to the House as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Viscount Falmouth and the 
Lord Kintore (£2. Aintore), and that the Earl of Lauderdale be Chairman 
of the said Committee ; read, and agreed to .. x Ae ae .. 462 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Churches (Scotland) Bill.— Extracts from the proceedings of —(1) The General 
Assembly of the Church of Scotland; (2) The General Assembly of the 
United Free Church of Scotland .. re 463 


(oLontes (ANNUAL),—No, 451. Hong-Kong (Report for L904) .. - .. = 465 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3457. Japan (Nagasaki). 

No, 3458. Spain (Malaga). 

No. 3459. Turkey (Beirut and Coast of Syria). 
No. 3466. Spain (Barcelona). 

No. 3461. Uruguay (Supplementary Report). 
No. 3462. France (Corsica) 


JUDICIAL Sraristics (IRELAND), 1904.—Part I. Criminal statistics 


Boarb OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES.—Report of the progress of the Ordnance 
Survey, to the 3Jst March, 1905 .. 


InLanp Revenve.—Forty-eighth Report of the Commissioners of His Majesty's 
Inland Revenue, for the vear ended 31st March, 1905 .. 
e 


Post Orrice.—Filty-first Report of the Postmaster-General on the Post Office 


Navy (STATEMENT) OF Excess).—Statement of the sum required to be voted 
in order to make gocd excesses of Navy expenditure beyond the grants, 
for the vear ended 31st March, 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


BisHoprics Act, 1878, AND BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM ACT, 
1904.—Order in Council of the 11th July, 1905, approving a Scheme of the 
Keclesiastical Commissioners with respect to the Bishopric of Birmingham, 
and for other purposes 


Bankruproy.—General rule made pursuant to Section 25 of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1890, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Boarp oF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES (INTELLIGENCE Diviston).—Annual 
report of proceedings under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, 
the Merchandise Marks Acts, 1887 and 1894, the Fertilisers and Feeding 
Stuffs Act, 1893, and the Board of Avriculture Act, 1889 (Section 2, Sub- 
section 3), for the vear 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to He on the Table 


Public Roads (Ireland) Bill. Amendments reported (according to order), 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow... ; a a Si “ Ae 


Coal Mines ated of asians Bill.—Read 3" (according to order), 


and passed 


Churches (Scotland) Bill,— Brought from the Commons; read I': to be 
printed; and to be read 2* on Monday next.—(Marquess of Linlithgow.) 
(No, 155.) ‘is a in as ws ee 


Trade Marks Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1"; and to be printed, 
(No, 156.) ee ; : Ae 5a . 
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TRAINING COLLEGES IN SCOTLAND. 


Lord Tweedmouth  .. da me .. 464 
The Secretary for Scotland (T he Marquess oj Linlithgow) we a .. 465 


Army RESERVE. 
Lord Rosmead ah a ae ee aa a me .. 465 


Moved to resolve, “ That, in the opinion of this House, the emoluments 
received by the pensioned officers of the Reserve who were called up 
for service during the late war in South Africa, compare most un- 
favourably with those of other Reserve officers called up for similar 
service, but who had retired with gratuities; and the consequent 
grievances of the pensioned officers should be favourably considered 
by His Majesty’s Government with a view to remeving the disparity 
complained of.””—(Lord Rosinead.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) .. 467 
Lord Tweedmouth  .. ~ os ee i - fe .. 469 
The Earl of Wemyss .. Zs = os ee £4 a jx Ae 
Viscount Templeton .. y ae aH =P hg as .. +70 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 53; Not-Contents, 73. 
Tartrr Rerory. 
The Duke of Devonshire Ee sue ke se a « 40 
Moved to resolve, “ (1). That this House inegprenee of any proposal to 
establish a General or Penal Tariff; (2). That this House disap yproves 


of any system of Colonial Preference based on the taxation of food. 


—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


The Earl of Minto... ae ais by: ag ce »» 486 
The Earl of Camperdown — .. ay ma ve ns a .. 496 


Amendment moved— 


“That the previous Question be put, whether the said Question 
shall be now put.”—(The Karl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Robertson DOO 
The Under-Secretary o ‘State for the ¢ Colonia s (The Duke oj Marlborough) DOT 
The Earl of Feversham ay oe ee E eh ; we 9 Se 
The Duke of Manchester - ; = a a ne, .- 516 
Lord Avebury ae ais Be re rr: Pr .. 518 
Lord Grimthor pe ; 525 
The Lord President of é Ccuncil ae Pre oa nt of f the Board of ee (l- 
tion (The Marquess of Londonderry) .. oe 24 eo Doe 
The Earl of Crewe .. 7 be - =? — - .. 535 
Viscount Goschen ee er se > a a .. 54] 
iscount Ridley me 47 a, * rr: : - ~. 5o1 
Earl Spencer .. ~ ms a .. 5d8 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Afjairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) — 561 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. ‘ ee 5 - ee .. 568 
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On Question, “ Whether the said Question be now put,” their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 57; Not-Contents, 121. 


. House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One o’clock 
a.m., till half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 277TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bootie Corporation Bill.—On the order for the consideration of the Lords 
Amendments to the Bootle Corporation Bill being read. 


Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ae 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) 


Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill; London 
Gas Bill; Rhondda Urban District Council Bill; Shropshire, Worcester- 
shire, and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill. Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to 


Blackpool Improvement Bill |Lorps].—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time is - ae 4 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill | Lorps].—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time . . ap ve - on A 
Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lorps].-—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third time i ae ) ai 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill (sy Oxper); Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill (by Order); Edgware and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill (by Order); London and North Western Railway Bill 
(by Order); Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill (by Order); Dublin 
United Tramways Bill (by Order); Midland Railway Bill (by Order) ; 
Skegness Water Bill (by Order); Woolwich Borough Council Bill (by 
Order). Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to aff Ae 


Formby Township Bill |Lorps] (ny Orper).—Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments ; oe ro oS oe me ay 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill | Loxps] (sy Orper) (Krinc’s CoNsENT 
SIGNIFIED).—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. . 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill |Lorps] (ny Orver); 
Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [Lords] (by Order).—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments .. te ~ a ae ee 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [Lorps] 


(by OrpEr).—Read the third time, and passed, with an Amendment 
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Sheffield University Bill sete (py ORDE " —Third idiomas deferred 
till to-morrow 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill aii By OrnpeR).—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments : ry ¥s wa x“ 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] (sy Orprr).—As 


amended, considered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [Lorps}(ny Orper) ; 
Bristol Blind Asylum ‘Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Corbett Estate Bill [Lo si 
(by Order). As amended, considered ; to be read the third time .. 


PrivaTE Bitis (Group K).—Sir James Kitson reported from the Committee 
on Group K of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorvs.—That they have agreed to—London County Council 
(Money) Bill, without Aniendment. 


AMENDMENT TO—GAS AND WaTER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BLL [Loans]. 
—Without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provi- 
sional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the M’Callum Celtic Lectureship in the University of Glasgow.” 
[Glasgow University Order Confirmation Bill} [Lords. } 


Glasgow University Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Ordered, under 
Section 7 of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1889, to be 
considered upon Monday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CiviL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY KEstiMAtEs, 1905-6).—Estimate presented, of 
the Further Sums required to be voted for the Servic e of the year ending 
31st March, 1906 [by Command] ; referred to the Committee of Supply, and 
to be printed. [No. 268. ] u te Ee Ae = nee 4 


CuurcHEs (ScorLanD) BiLt.—Copy presented, of Extracts from the Proceedings 
of (I.) the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland ; and of (II.) the 
General Assembly of the United Free Church of Scotland [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table es ve 


Bisuoprics Act, 1878, AND BIsHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM Ac’, 
1904.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 11th July, 1905, approv- 
ing a scheme of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners with respect to the Bishop- 
ric of Birmingham, and for other purposes [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


Army.—Copy presented, of Statement of sum of money granted, in pursuance 
of Royal Warrant of Ist March, 1856, as compensation to the son of an 
officer killed at the Battle of Abu Klea ical eae: to le upon the 
Table ws ‘ wi 
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BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES (INTELLIGENCE DIVISION).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Annual Report of Proceedings under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts, 1875 to 1899, the Merchandise Marks Acts, 1887 to 1894, and other 
Acts for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... _ 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Jonsular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3460 to 3462 [by eens to lie 
upon the Table .. - Sa + ss - ee : en 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


FINING AND IMPRISONMENT OF CHINESE COOLIES IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


APPLICATIONS TO ENGLISH AND WELSH LOCAL AUTHORITIES FOR LOANS UNDER 
THE SMALL Dwe.iincs AcguIsition Acr.—Question, Dr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Rate oF WaGes Patp To CHINESE COOLIES ON THE RAND.—Questicn, Mr. 
Herbert Samuel 3 Answer, Mr. Lyttelton ae a ve og is 


NUMBER OF WIVES AND CHILDREN OF CHINESE COOLIES IN THE TRANSVAAL.— 
Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. sy wa 


REPATRIATION OF CHINESE CooLIEs.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel; Answer, 
Mr. Lyttelton Po at rep be Se pi ae ave oa 


Mosquito -Nets FoR RAILWAY EMPLOYEES IN West Arrica.—Question, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. a 


Repucrion or Dury on Scorch HERRINGS INTO RusstA.—Question, Mr. Harms- 
worth (Caithnessshire) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. es we “ si 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES CONFERENCE—THE THREE-MILE Limir.—Question, 
Mr. Noel Buxton (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) ; Answer, Earl Percy 


CHEAP CorraGES—MODIFYING THE MODERN ByE-Laws oF District CouNCILS.— 
(Juestion, Mr. Noel Buxton ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. es ae 


Report OF SALMON FISHERY COMMISSION—PROPOSED LEGISLATION. —Question, 
Mr. Noel Buxton ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes ot ea ae ma 


SvuGGesrep INCREASE IN THE SALARIES OF County Court JuDGES ON ACCOUNT 
oF IncREASED Work.—Question, Mr. Brotherton (Wakefield) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. Pe ie ae i ate ai Gs 


INrEREST ON Money Borrowed UNDER THE NAVAL Works BiILi.—Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Boarb oF REVENUE, LowER Provinces—APPOINTMENTS FOR INDIAN NATIVES. 
—(Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


APPLICATION OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL PAKENHAM FOR ADVANCE UNDER LAND 
Act.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russet (Tyrone, 5.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long dns ss ae = Sf is ays Ne a ae 
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Purcuases oF ARMY Horses IN ULSTER.—Questions, Mr. Edward Mitchell 

(Fermanagh, N.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster zi ae us ow ORE 
3ELFAST PosTAL OFFICIAL’s TRIAL AND ACQUITTAL.—Question, Mr. Sloan; 

Answer. Lord Stanley... Re ae ae re es oe «- 618 
Post OFFICE PROPERTY IN DuBLIN.—Question, Mr. T. Harringten ; Answer, 

Lord Stanley on is “i ‘a es ms Sie = .. 618 


CRASDONEY (CAVAN) KAILWAY FatTatiry.—Question, Mr. T. P. Farrell and Mr. 
Vincent Kennedy ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. i a - «» 618 
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IrIsH PROVIDENT ASSURANCE COMPANY.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell and 
Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Bonar Law 


BusINneEss oF THE Hovuse.—Question, Mr. John Redmond and Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Foreicn Sutps (StatuToRY REQUIREMENTS).—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 269.] 


Workmen’s Tratns.—Report from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence and an Appendix, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 270.] 
NEW BILL. 


Land Values Assessment (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating cc 
the Assessment of Land Values in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Munre 
Ferguson ; supported by Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Douglas, and Mr. Lamont ; to 
be read a second time upon Saturday, 12th August, and to be printed, 
[ Bill 298. ] 


Suppiy [l7TH ALLotrep Day]. 
Considerea in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[| Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 
CIviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1905-6. CtLass IT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“* That a sum, not exceeding £28,920, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to detray the 
Charge which will come in course ot payment during the year ending on 

the 3lst day ot March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of the De- 
partment ot His Majesty’ s Secretary ot State tor the Colonies, inc luding 
a Grant in Aid ot certain Expenses connected with Emigri ation.’ 


Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hanilets, Poplar) 

Mr. Peel (Manchester, S.) .. ty 

Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) .. 

Mr. Worseley-Taylor (Lancashire, Blackpool) 

Mr. Black (Banffshire) : ae Per 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) << 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ‘ - = 7 mo 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) se 

Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) .. 

Mr. Herbert Samuel ( Yorkshire, Cleveland) .. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies.”—(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) .. : ia wi ‘ve 672 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) .. * mS es a .. 679 
And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 

County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lorps] (sy Orver); 
Humber Conservancy Bill [Lords] (by Order); Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Newcastle-wpon- 
Tyne Corporation Bill [Lords] (by Order).—As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time 678 

Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [Lorps] (ny Orper); Metro- 
politan Electric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill [Lords] (by Order). 
—Read a second time, and committed .. a? ee oe es .. 678 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. 1) Bill 
[Lorps] (By OrpeER); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill 
[Lords] (by Order).—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 678 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps] (sy OrpER).— 
As amended, considered. 


Mr. Butcher (York) .. = Pag Ar a6 Be me .. 678 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 14, line 1, to leave out the words ‘ to the end of schedule 
(Tralee and Fenit Pier and Harbour Order).’ ”’—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘time,’ in page 16, line 6, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.).. a a sie “i «os (O09 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ae if ae mt = = .. 680 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) .. te na es ug .- 679 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, EB.) .. “ ae a .. 681 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Murphy.) 


Mr. Butcher .. a ie a Pe ae Le die .. 681 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell ne a an es ap a .. 681 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ‘3 _ wie +3 he sea <a ~ Oo 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 
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Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps] (By Orper) ; 
Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Consolidation) Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords] (by Order).—Read a second time; and ordered to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


Suppty [l7tH ALLotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Civin Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6. 
Crass IT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £28,120, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Department of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
including a Grant in Aid of certain Expenses connected with Emigration.” 
Mr. Herbert Samuel .. - ve - ea + “i .- 683 

Motion made, and Question proposed, * That Item A (Salaries, Wages, 


and Allowances) be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies.” —(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. ee ee 7m si .. 683 
Mr. John Stroyan (Perthshire, W. ¥ “a vs ie zs L685 
Mr. Burt (Morpeth) . te ts a “rs r ae ~« ‘686 
Mr. Lyttelton .. : ak a ee ais er .. 688 
Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman. 702 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Baljour, 
Manchester. E.) . a ; 706 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170: Noes, 237. (Division List No. 314.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Re- 
port to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Irish Epvcation (AFFLICTED CHILDREN) [EXPENSES].—Considered in Com- 
mittee. 


(In the Committee.) 
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Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
provided by Parliament for Public Education in Ireland, of the Ex- 
penses of Education given to Afflicted Children, in pursuance of any 
Act of the present session to make better provision for the Elementary 
Education of Afflicted Children in Ireland.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Resolution to be reported this day os ¥6 _ wie x * 


Motor-Car (Alien Drivers) Licences Bill.—Bill read a second time, ana 
committed for Monday next : ae : ie AP = 


Valuation (Ireland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged 
Bill withdrawn... er 4 “a wa - a 


LocaL Taxation Licences, 1904-5.—Return ordered, “ Of the amount re- 
ceived in respect of each administrative county and county borough in 
England and Wales for Local Taxation Licence Duties and Penalties, under 
The Local Government Act, 1888, in the year ended March 31st, 1905 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 300, of Session 1904).”’—(Mr. 
Jeffreys) be ne a _ a a ne : ae er 


Lonpon (EQUALISATION OF Rates) Act, 1894 (AccOUNTS UNDER SECTION 1 (7} 
OF THE Act.—Return ordered, “Showing, according to the accounts for 
the twelve months preceding the 3lst day of March, 1905, furnished to the 
Local Government Board under Section 1 (7) of The London (Equalisation 
of Rates) Act, 1894— 


(1) The amounts paid during the year out of the Equalisation 
Fund under the Act to the Corporation of the City of London and each 
of the Councils of the Metropolitan Boroughs to whom payments out 
of that fund were made. 


Page 


~] 
— 


~I 
_ 


(2) The amount of the expenses incurred during the year by each ; 


of these authorities (a) under The Public Health (London) Act, 1891 
(including expenses of scavenging streets) ; (b) in respect of lighting ; 
and (c) in respect of streets (other than the expenses of scavenging) ; 
and 


(3) The amount expended during the year by each such authority 
out of the sums received by them under the Act (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 325, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Jeffreys) 


BUSINESS OF THE HovseE. 


The Parliamentary Secretary of the Treasury (Sir A. Acland-Hood, 


Somersetshire, Wellington) Pee 


Question, “That this House do now adjourn.”—(Sir_A. Acland-Hood)— 


put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned_at a quarter after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 28TH JULY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Heckmondwicke iris = isis ciainan from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments as Ne ; . 


Bolton ne Bill. aioe from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments Ac oe oe a a - 


North Eastern Railway Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with Amendments $a ie a 


North Eastern Railway (Steam la ate Bill. er from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments ie _ = 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No.1) Bill 
[u.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [1.L.].—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to ae ss Bs Bs ae Bre 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [#.L.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment. The said 
Amendment considered, and agreed to .. 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill [#..]; South Lancashire Tramways 
Bill [H.L.}; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Llandrinded Wells 
Urban District Council Bill [#.L.]; Formby Township Bill [H.L.]; Sheffield 
University Bill [#.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Midland Railway Bill; Bootle Corporation Bill; London Gas Bill; Cale- 
donian Railway Bill; North British Railway (General Powers) Bill; 
Rhondda Urban District Council Bill; Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton 
Railway Bill; Shropshire, Worcestershire, and Staffordshire Electric 
Power Bill; Woolwich Borough Council Bill; Skegness Water Bill; Great 
Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill; Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways Bill; Dublin United Tramways Bill; London and 
North-Western Railway Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Edgware and 
Hampstead Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to 


Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [#.L.].—Read 2" (according to 
order), and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act), 
deemed to have been reported from the Committee ; and Bill to be read 3 
on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next .. os of 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; Local Gov ernment (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Read 3+ (a ecording to order), and passed... - 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill.—Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next .. ais es 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoaRD OF Epucation.—Suggestions for the consideration of teachers and 
others concerned in the work of public elementary schools 


(oLONIES (ANNUAL).—No, 452. Gambia (Report for 1904) 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3463. Netherlands (Dutch Guiana). 

No. 3464. Siam (Chiengmai). 

No. 3465. Chile > a re or es ” we ¥ 
ARMY, 

1, Abstract of recommendations of the Royal Commission on the care 


and treatment of the sick and wounded during the South African Campaign, 
together with the action taken. 


2. Sum of money granted as compensation to the son of an officer killed 
at the battle of Abu Klea - és - we - “ 


MercHANT Surpprne (Loss or Lire).—Return showing the lives lost by wreck, 
drowning, or other accident in British seagoing merchant ships registered in 
the United Kingdom, during the years 1891 to 1904, inclusive (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 2232]). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


SuPREME Court or Jupicature.—Rules of the Supreme Court (July) 1905, 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


AGRICULTURAL PRrosPEctTs IN INDIA. 
The Under-Secretary of State for India (The Marquess of Bath) .. 
MERCHANT Suippine Act, 1894 (LocaL Marine Boarps). 
Lord Muskerry 
Moved to resolve, “‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the Board of Trade 
should, without delay, appoint Local Marine Boards at these ports in 
accordance with Section 244 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and 
that steps should be taken to secure the due representation of captains 
and engineers upon both existing and future Local Marine Boards.” — 
(Lord Muskerry.) 
The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


ORGANISATION FOR WAR. 


The Earl of Wemyss er me as 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
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Earl Spencer 
The Secretary of State jor Foreign Affairs (The Marquess ‘of Lansdow ne) 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) 


War CoRRESPONDENCE. 


Lord Ellenborough .. 
The Secretary for Scotland (The Marquess of Linlithgow ye. 


Aliens Bill—[Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Lord Belper ve is os oe 
Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Belper). 


Earl Spencer 

The Secretary of State ‘for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 
Lord James of Hereford te ye i wy os 
Lord Coleridge : 

Lord Tweedmouth 


On Question, Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


THE VOLUNTEERS. 


The Earl of Albermarle 
The Under-Secretary of State do Wa ar r (The Earl of Donoughmore) 
Lord Tweedmouth ; : 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Eight o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 287TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Privai£é Bitts [Lorps] (SraNnDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED Wi1TH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) 
Gas and Coke Company Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER Biiis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 


COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SpeakKeER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow 
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a ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 

45 the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


; Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next .. .. 780 
46 ali ; , 
48 Caledonian Railway Bill; North British Railway (General Powers) Bill ; 
Rotherham, Maltby, and ciao oe Bill. Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. : ou “ = -» 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; a clause 
19 added ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time ae as ‘On 


Sheffield University Bill. [Lorps] (By Orper). 


<= Motion made, and Question proposed, “ Tnat the Bill be now read a third 
5) | time.” 


“| Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) — a ee ee = .. Tol 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) - ‘5 a ar ag -. 761 
Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecclesall) i ve a ee ~- t8l 

Bill read a third time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill [Lorps|.— 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Various Powers) Bill [Lords], Standing Orders 82, 211, 236, and 257 be 
suspended, and that the Committee of Selection have leave to appoint the 
Committee on the Bill to sit and proceed fortwith.—(7..e Chairman of Ways 
and Means) Ss ee ei re ae “4 ae - -. 782 





Om or 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Loss or Lire at Sea.—Copy presented, of Return showing the lives lost by 
Wreck, Drowning, or other accidents in British seagoing Merchant Ships 
registered in the United Kingdom during the years 1891 to 1904, inclusive 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table a ~ i “ .. 782 


CoLontaL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report No. 452 
(Gambia, Annual Report for 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 783 


OsporNe (MepicaL REport).—Copy presented, of the Report of the Medical 
Officer for the period from 7th April, 1904, to 3lst Mare 7 1905 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ ; : ‘ 785 


BoarD oF EpucaTion (SUGGESTIONS FOR TEACHERS).—Copy presented, of 
Suggestions for the Consideration of Teachers and others concerned in the 
Work of Public Elementagy Schools [by Command]; to Jie upon the Table 783 


TrRaDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3463 to 3465 by chia ui to lie 
upon the Table .. ms , ee ‘ 783 
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Locar Taxation Account, 1904-5.—Return ordered, “ showing, in respect of | 
the financial year ended the 3lst day of March, 1905, the distribution of the i 
proceeds of the Local Taxation Licence Duties, Estate Duty, and Local 
Taxation (Customs and Excise) Duties paid into The Local Taxation 
Account, in pursuance of the provisions of The Local Government Act, 1888, 
The Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, and The Finance Act, | 
1894 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 298, of Session 1904).”°— 
(Mr. Jeffreys.) .. “Ns ae “rs He a ay ae cs. 168 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. L 
\ 
Dua Dvties In THE CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OrricE.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Lord Stanley er ty: oe we NOD 
Lapourers’ Corraces tx County- AntRIM.—Question, Mr. Charles Craig 
(Antrim, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; : 784 | 
INSPECTION OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ON BritTISH SHIPS.—Question, Mr. E RB 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law a sa NOCD) 
UNLICENSED PERSONS ENGAGING CREWS FOR BRITISH STEAMERS.—Question, Mr. ON 
Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. 5 - a oe oer 1400 
Unpam LEARNER IN TIPPERARY P.O.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; R 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. es vs st “s xa ‘es .. 786 
Betrast AssizEs—CaseE OF RoBert M WuirTER.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, y 
S.); Answer, Lord Stanley ihe ne hi “a “se ere .. 186 
Suppiy oF CasH AT BELFAst P.O. Money OrpeER CounreR.—Question, Mr. | 
Sloan ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. oe oy a e vs i. 4 
{ 
Army Recrvuitinc.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.); Answer, ) 
Mr. Arnold-Forster - si ad Be i oP Ao! 
a | fp 
Naval Works Bill.—[Seconp Reapina. |—Order for Second Reading read. 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, Hampshire, Fareham) 757 
Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) — .. ap at we a . 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. ie me wa be ee .. 802 
I 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘ this House declines to agree to the Second 
Reading of a Bill which, by continuing for a further period the system of 
loan expenditure for Naval Works, renders the Sinking Fund ineffective, : 
and injures the credit of the country’ ’’—(Mr. Buchanan) instead 
thereof. 
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Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) as ae i i “ 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) : a ae re “3 Ma 

Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) x a 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffs., Lichfield) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; - ns 


Question put. 
[he House divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 129. (Division List No. 315.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to :—Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Amendment Bill [L _—" —Order for Second 


Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. a ss P 


Military Manceuvres Bili [Lorps|].—Order for Second Realing read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn... oe sa - x ae ae 


Reserve Forces Bill [Lozps].—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn a os a: pe fee 


Marine Insurance Bill.—‘rder for resuming Adjourned Debate on Second 
Reading [30th March] read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn as ae 


Merchant Shipping (Scottish Trawlers) Bill.—Order for Second Reading 


read, and discharged. Bull withdrawn 


Merchant Shipping Bill.—Order for Second Reading aed and discharged. 
sill withdrawn ew ‘ ‘ aa as 


Provisional Order (Marriages) Bi!l.—[{Seconp Reape. ]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Cochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) .. re sti - as ; 


Question, {° That the Bill be now read a second time,” put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


IRIs Epucation (Arriictep Cuttpren) [Expenses].—Resolution reported, 
* That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys provided by 
Parliament for Public Education in Ireland, of the Expenses of Education 
given to Afflicted Children, in pursuance of any Act of the present session 
to — ia provision for the Elementary Education of Afflicted Children 

in Trelanc 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, | 
and agreed to. ... ae ¥ és iss ‘ - ee ix oe 
| 
Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill.—Order for Consideration of Lords*’Amendments 
read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Lords Amendments be ) 


now considered.” —(Mr. 7. W. Russell.) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) re — - Xs es - »- 836 } 
And, it being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 


That they have agreed to—Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) Bill, without | 
Amendment. 


Amendments to—Hesle Gas Bill [Lords]; Great Central Railway (Pension 
Fund) Bill [Lords], without Amendment.. ve ve is ay SOG 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, in 
pursuance of Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty-nine minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
uext. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3isr JULY, 1505. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
London Building Acts (Amendment). 


The same was orderedto lie on the Table ee oe me as 22 IBR 


London Government Scheme(London and Middlesex)Bill.— Reported fron: 
the Select Committee, without Amendment, andcommitted to a Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow .. — is as is i <x 1800 


London Government Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Unions) Bill.— 
Reported from the Select Committee, without Amendment, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow se as ae we LOO 


North-East London Railway Bill ; Wigan Corporation Bill.—Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the Lord de Saumarez be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Viscount Colville of Culross ; read, and agreed to os te «ic (O88 


Malvern Water Bill; Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement 
Bill ; Ealing Corporation Bill.—Read 5*, with the Amendments, and passed, 
andreturned tothe Commons .. ae mn oh a a is C83 
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Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [1.L.].—Read "(according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the Commons + - a a 


Electric Lighting Provisional cane hese " Bill.—Read 3* (according 


to order), and passed 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Read 3* (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons. . 


Fraserburgh Harbour Order Confirmation Bill [.1.].—A Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order relating to Fraserburgh Harbour was presented by the 
Marquess of Linlithgow ; read 1* ; to be printed; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to 
have been read 2*, and reported from the Committee. (No. 158.) .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


(usroms.—Forty-ninth Report of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Customs, 
for the year ended 51st March, 1905 





Horse BreepInc.—Tenth Report of the Royal Commission on Horse Breeding 
BoarRD OF AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIEs.—Annual Report of Proceedings 
under the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Acts, etc., for the year 1904 


Ivpra (RatLways).—Administration Report on the Railways in India, for the 
calendar year 1904, by the Railway Board 


Irish Lanp Commisston.—Report of the Commissioners, for the period from 
Ist April, 1904, to 51st March, 1905 


foyaL Patriotic Funp CorporaTion.—First Report of the Royal Patriotic 
Fund Corporation, for the year 1904 


CHARITABLE DoNATIONS AND Bequests (IRELAND).—Sixtieth Report of the 
Commissioners. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Order made by the Corporation of the borough of 
Newport, Monmouthshire, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for barbers’ and hairdressers’ 
shops within the borough. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—Returned from the Commons, 
with the Amendment agreed to =e ie a Ba : 


Business or House.—The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess 
of Lansdowne) 


Moved, That Standing Order No. XXI. be considered in order to its being 
suspended, and that for the remainder of the Session the Bills which are 
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entered for consideration on the Minutes of the day shall have the same 
precedence which Bills have on Tuesdays and Thursdays.—(The { 
Marquess of Lansdowne.) 
Earl Spencer .. ve oe oe ee oe a es .. 840 
Motion, as amended, agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 


Churches (Scotland) Bill—{Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. } 


The Secretary for Scotland (The Marquess of Linlithgow) .. es .. 840 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°.” —(The Marquess of Linlithgow.) 


Lord Robertson ste ie nye aie oie i, Sa Rem 3, i 
The Earl of Aberdeen got bs ~ ae ae re .. 858 § 
Lord Baljour of Burleigh .. is a oe a x sie 808 
Lord Overtoun ‘ , es ss ne ~ .. 868 
The Lord Archbishop of Canter bury i " 3 - -» B74 
Lord Tweedmouth  .. ; es a ” 7 a» O16 
The Earl of Leven and Melv ile. es 3 ; Ke ey ert 
Lord Kinnaird ; ; = ie i i - <« CF 
The Earl of Rosebery . sn ‘ - eh ws ws .. 880 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


NE EEE 


THE Loss OF THE “S KHYBER,”’ 


Lord Muskerry ‘ 882 
The Under-Secretary of State jor the ( ‘olonie 8 (The Duke of Marlbor ough} 882 ' 


~ 


THE CHANTREY BEQUEST. 


Lhe Earl of Carlisle be at ae A 4 rae .. 883 
The First Commissioner of W ‘orks (Lord Windsor) .. as ex «« 886 


Russia AND NEUTRAL SHIPPING. 





Lhe Earl of Camperdown .. 887 
The Secretary oj State jor Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 890 


COLONIAL APPEALS. 


Lord Ludlow .. ae ets ee 2. 893 ) 
The Lord-Chaneellor (The Earl ta Hals usury) a as 6% . 88 
Earl C arrington at 8 = is oo O9D 


Public Roads (Ireland) Bill —Read 3" (according to order), with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned tothe Commons... : ; 846 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Eight o'clock, till 
To-morrow, hali-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 3lst JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 
Blackpool Improvement Bill {Lorps].—Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords] ; 
Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]; County of London Electric Supply Company 


Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. 


Humber Conservancy Bill | Lorvs] (K1na’s ConseNT sIGNIFIED).—Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. . . . 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] (Kive’s Consent 


SIGNIFIED).—Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [Lorps].—North Metropolitan 
Electric Power Supply Bill [Lords]; Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with Ame ndine nts .. re oe : 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [Lorps] (Prince 
or WALEs’ Consent Sicnirtep).—Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments .. 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill ll 


Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments . 


Central Electric Supply 1 Bill ey —As amended, dusaiuniek to be 
read the third time. : We Pe 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee eacamaieatie Bill ee —As amended, 
to be considered To-morrow ; ax ‘ 


Oldham and Saddleworth District pane Bill th OR ps) —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [Lorps].—As amended, 


considered ; clauses added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third 
time 


Rhymney and Aber Valley Gas and Water Company Bill yauneeeis —As 


amended , considered ; to be read the third time 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill |Lorps].—As amended, considered ; 


a clause added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the thirdtime. {New 
Title. ] 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill {Lorps].—Read the 
third time, and passed, without Amendment sc #3 ‘ 


Esk Valley Power Gas Order Confirmation Bill mealies sad the 
third time, and passed, with an Amendment . . 


time, and passed, without Amendment . 
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Stonehaven Harbour Order nine boone Bill “a —Read the third 
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Glasgow University Order Confirmation Bill vee —Considered ; to be 
read the third time upon Wednesday ‘ a 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps] ;—Glasgow Cor- 
poration ('ramways Consolidation) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] ; 
Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Wednesday 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Adjourned. 
Debate on Amendment proposed on consideration, as amended [27th July], 
further adjourned till To-morrow (Evening Sitting) .. 


Tramway Orders nesaeinien _ aie Bill | Lorps].—Read a second time, 
and committed Es me oe ss ue 
MessaGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) 

ill, without Amendment. 


Malvern Water Bill; Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improve- 
ment Bill; Ealing Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendment to—Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton 
District) Bill [Lords]. 


Amendments to—Workington Harbour and Dock Bill [Lords] ; South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill 
| Lords]; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; Formby 
Township Bill [Lords]; Sheffield University Bill [Lords], without Amend- 


ment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Pro 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Wemyss Tramways.” [Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation 


Bill [Lords] 


Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation Bill {Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; and ordered, under Section 9 of The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, to be read a second time upon Wednesday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 303] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CHARITABLE DoNATIONS AND BEQUESTS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Sixtieth 
Annual Report of the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests 
for Ireland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Suprty or Foop anp Raw Mareriau In Time or War (RoyAL Commission). 
—Copy presented, of Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire 
into the subject of the Supply of Food and Raw Material in Time of War, 
with Minutes of Evidence and Appendices (Vol. I. Report. Vol. II. Minutes 


of Evidence. Vol. III. Appendices) [by vanes to lie upon the 
Table os os oo . 
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Roya Patriotic Funp Corroration.—Copy presented, of First Report of the 
Royal Patriotic Fund Corporation, for the year 1904 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table a aa a ; : 


Suor Hours Act, 1904 (CLostna OrpER, BoroucH or Newport, Mon.).—Copy 
presented, of Order made by the Corporation of the Borough of Newport, 
Mon., and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the Hours of Closing for Barbers’ and Hairdressers’ Shops within the 
Borough [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


By-Laws tn Rurat Districrs.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
17th April; Mr. Henry Hobhouse] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 272] ‘i ‘3 re ne 


Loca. Taxation Returns (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of the Annual Local 
Taxation Returns for 1903-4 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No, 273] 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE AND FiIsHERIEs.—Copy presented, of Annual Report 
of Proceedings under the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Acts, etc., for 
the year 1904 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Horse Breeprna (Roya Commtssion).—Copy presented, of Tenth Report of 
the Royal Commission on Horse Breeding, with Appendices ! by Command] ; 
<o lie upon the Table a : 


'ustoms.—Copy presented, of Forty-ninth Report of the Commissioners of 
Customs for the year ended March 3lst, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ‘ 


Taxes AND Imposts.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered April 12th ; 
Mr. Goddard] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 274].. 


Truster Savincs BanKks.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered July 
20th ; Mr. Mount]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 275] .. 


Irish Lanp Commiss1on.—Copy presented, of Report of the Commissioners 
for the period from April Ist, 1904, to March 31st, 1905 Lby reid 
to lie upon the Table ‘ és ‘ie . 


East Inpra (RatLways).—Copy presented, of Administration Report on the 
Railways in India for the year 1904, by the Railway Board Uby seh iit 
to lie upon the Table 42 - - es «s ‘ os , 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housre.—Supreme Court 
(Rules), Copy of Rules of the Supreme Court, dated July 27th, 1905 
[by Act] .. me ee a oe oe ee ee “ ‘a 


Public Works Loans Bill.—Copy presented, “of Statement of Particulars 
of Loans of which the Balances outstanding are proposed to be remitted 
or written off (in whole or in part) from the Assets of the Loca Loans Fund.” 


—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) | 


‘ Copy presented sidings to lie ‘upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 276] ee oe . ee ee ae 


Page 


900 


900 


900 


900 


900 


900 


900 


900 


901 


901 


901 


901 


901 








Ixviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 31.) 


- QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SEPARATION OF JuDICIAL AND Executive Functions 1x Inp1A.—Question, 
Sir Manchergee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


THe Lanp Act, 1903—Trinity CoLLece Estates.—Question, Mr. John 
O’Connor (Kildare, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ae “ 3 


THe King-HarmMan Estate.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, &.); Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ~ a “ - ¥ ‘ 

IMPRISONMENT OF SEAMEN AT HonG-KoneG For REFUSAL To SAIL IN VESSELS 
CARRYING CONTRABAND OF War.—Questions, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College 


Green) ; Answers, Mr. Lyttelton 


SoutH ArricaAn Company Promotine.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. ee - am - , 


MoveEMENT OF Troops AND SHIPS OF WaR AT Care Coast, WEsT AFRICA.— 
Question, Mr. John O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton a ie 


ConsuLAR Reports—IrIsH TRADE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, §&.); 
Answer, Karl Percy ws on . .- 


CLOSING OF THE PENTLAND Firta To TRAWLERS.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth 
(Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Earl Perey - , 


ERECTION OF BOATSLIPS ON THE CAITHNESS Coast. —Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 
Arswor, Mr. Scott-Dickson as a ase ne se 


Scotch Herrina FisHerY—LOoANs For PurcHASE OF Boats.—Question, Mr. 
Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. Scott-Dickson .. wh ne ¥e sea 


New Post Orrice ror TRALEE.—Question, Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; 


Answer, Lord Stanley... - 
PostaL Bank.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, Lord Stanley ay 


BALLYSHANNON Post OFFIcE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, §.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. a” zi a es a Pe ae 


BALLYSHANNON AND BunpDoRAN PostaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Lord Stanley ‘i - ie és i 


BALLYSHANNON Morninc De.ivery oF Letters. — Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answer, Lord Stanley ie re es oe - 


AUTHENTICITY OF TELEGRAMS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); 
Answer, Lord Stanley... “ = me . ax wi ive 


ULSTER SPINNERS AND THE New Factory REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Joseph 
Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas.. i ae 


Customs TEA Orrice.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish sie Re ae ne she re ‘ 
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Post Orrice (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT).—Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 271.] .. “4 ~« 980 


Extradition Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 304.) .. 5 = = «- 96R 





Navy AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1903-4. 


itself into a Committee to consider the Savings and Deficiencies upon 
Navy and Army Grants for 1903-4, and the temporary sanction ob- 
tained from the Treasury by the Navy and Army Departments to the 
Expenditure not provided for in the Grants for that year. That the 
Appropriation Accounts for the Navy and Army Departments, which 
were presented upon the 20th day of February last, be referred to the 
Committee.”—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 316.) .. 951 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That this House will, To-morrow, resolve | 
q 


NEW BILLS, 


Purchase of Land Bill.—‘‘ To prov.de for the purchase of land by local 
authorities,” presented by Mr. George White ; supported by Mr. Cremer, 
Mr. Arthur Henderson, Mr. Higham, Mr. Mansfield, Mr. Richards, and Mr. 
Shackleton ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
 . “é ws eet ae eee oa | oe ee 





Secretaries of State for Trade and Local Government Bill.—‘ To make 
the Board of Trade and the Local Government Board Offices of a Secretary 
of State,” presented by Mr. Balfour ; to be read a second time to-morrow, 
and to be printed, [Bill 300.) .. - ms bi - i -« S86 





Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports Bill.—‘‘ To make provision with respect 
to the office of Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports,” presented by Mr. Secre- 
tary Akers-Douglas ; supported by Mr. Cochrane; to be read a second 
time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 301.] Ki és ws .» $999 


Public Works Loans Bill. —“ To grant money for the purpose cf certain local 
loans out of the Local Loans Fund, and for other purposes relating to local 
loans,” presented by Mr, Victor Cavendish ; to be read a second time to- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 302.] - iis vie na «« 80 





BusINEss oF THE House (GOVERNMENT BusINEss).— 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mo. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) + si = “a e es - 985 | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, for the remainder of the 
session, Government Business be not interrupted, except at half-past 
Seven of the clock at an Afternoon Sitting, under the Provisions of 
any Standing Order regulating the Sittings of the House, and may be 
entered upon at any hour though opposed ; that at the conclusion of 
Government Business each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
without Question put, and that no Motions be made for leave to bring 


in Bills under Standing Order No. 11.”’—(M>. A. J. Balfour.) 
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Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 960 
Sir Charles Dilke (Glouceste: shire, Forest of Deun) 967 
M1. John Redmond (Waterford) ; 972 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyy Tydvil) ; 981 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hamlets. Povlan 986 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) 988 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, W ansbeck) . 996 
Sir Henry Fowler cent iiaad E. B-) . 1001 
Mr. A. J. Balfow 1006 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) 1013 
And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement Bill [Lorps] (By 
OrpER).—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time. .. 1018 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lorps] (By OrpeER) ; 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords] (by Order).—Road a 
second time, and committed. ae ny a ns ee -. 10518 
BusINEss OF THE House (GOVERNMENT BusiINEss)—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on Question [31st July], “‘ That, for the remainder of the 
session Government Business be not interrupted, except at half-past Seven 
of the Clock at an Afternoon Sitting, under the provisions of any Standing 
Order regulating the Sittings of the House, and may be entered upon at any 
hour though opposed ; that at the conclusion of Government Business 
cach day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put, and that 
no Motion be made for leave to bring in Bills under Standing Order No, 11.” 
—~(M>. A. J. Balfour.) 
Question again proposed, 
Sir Albert Rollit (Tslington, S.) 1018 
M7. Channing (Northamptonshire, E. ) 1021 


Mr. A. J. Ba.rour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 211; Noes, 11. (Division List No. 317.) 
Question put accordingly. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 225; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 518.) 
Ordered, that for the remainder of the Session, Government Business be 
not interrupted, except at half-past Seven of the clock at an Afternoon 
Sitting, under the provisions of any Standing Order regulating the 
Sittings of the House, and may be entered upon at any hour though 
opposed ; that at the conelusion of Government Business each day Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put, and that no 
Motions be made for leave to bring in Bills under Standing Order No. 11. 
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Suppty. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Crvit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6.—C.ass VII 


£20,000, Relief of (Distress in Ireland.) 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) is = - aie ee o> 2081 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. ie <« 1082 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long. Bristol, Ss. ) és ~» S082 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) .. ae a .. 1035 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) as a i .. 1035 


Vote agreed te 
Civi_ Service (Excess), 1903-4. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,345 17s. 4d., be granted to His Majesty, to make good an Excess on 
the Grant for Diplomatic and Consular Buildings for the year ended on 


the 51st day of March, 1904.” 


Mr. Sloan (Devonshire, Barnstaple) x +s es 8% os 5086 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ve ss - as .. 1036 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £1,295 
l7s. 4d. be granted for the said Service.’—(Mr. Weir.) 


Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) a ‘i - .. 1036 
Mr. Wer... - es es s wi “i * .. 1037 


Question put, negatived. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) - oa “8 ee «e 1038 
Original Question put, and agreed to, 
Navy (Excesses), 1903-4. 
£100, Navy (Excesses), 1903-4, 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, Hampshire, Fareham) 1038 
Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


Order for Second 


East India Loans (Railways) Bill—|Srconp Reapina.] 
Reading read. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) .. es ba a - .. 1039 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) os = - ais aa .. 1043 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) .. 1044 
The Secretary of State for India ( Mr. Brodr ick, Surre Y, Guildford .. 1046 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) .. .. 104% 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) .. ies es a - .. 1048 
Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) .. ° .. $e * - .. 1049 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) .. fs es ‘e is .. 1049 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed for To-morrow. 


Isle of Man Customs Bill.—{Srconp Reapina.]—Order for Second Reading 
read, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) .. ae Ee oF is .. 1050 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ae oe “a nF .. 1051 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derby- 
shire, W.) a a A oe re .. 1051 

Major Seely (Isle of. W ight) 5c) “4 as ~ .. 1051 

The Chancellor of the ee (M r. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) be ‘“s ar - .. 1051 


Question put, and agreed te 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


Alkali, Etc., Works Bill.—Order for Second Reading re nal and discharged ; 
Bill withdraw ae sts we : . 1052 


Service of Militiamen Bill. | Lorps].—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn .. 33 aii me xs - .» 1052 


Post Office (Money Orders) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged; Bill withdrawn .. ; ms ne .- 1052 


Sailors’ and Soldiers’ False Characters Bill [Lorps].—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged ;_ Bill withdrawn “i - “a .. 1052 


Poor Law (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ; 
Bill withdrawn... es “ a ‘ea a es he .- 1052 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order ot the House of the 5Ist day of , 
July, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, Ist AUGUST, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Gosport and Fareham ciaaleaieatl Bill a L. ———— Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to... : “3 ae «+ L053 


North-Eastern Railway Bill ; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill. 
Read 3a, with the Aseonianonts, and passed, and returned to the Commons 1053 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [x.1.]; Stonehaven 
Harbour Order Confirmation Bill seid Returned from the Commons 
agreed to ee os . is ie 4 Me .. 1053 


Esk Valley Power-Gas Order Confirmation Bill [x.1.].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment to 
be considered on Thursday next a oe “% i ~- 1053 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [1.1.]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
[u.L.]; Blackpool Improvement Bill [u.t.]; Corbett Estate Bill [x.1.]; 
County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [x...]; Nottingham 
Corporation Bill [x.L.]; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill 
[u.L.]. Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The 
said Amendments considered, and agreed to .. ‘cs Ss ies .. 1055 


Humber Conservancy Bill [x.u.]; Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill [u.1.] ; Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [i.1.]; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [u.1.].  Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments .. és .. 1053 


Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Commons, with the Amend- 
ments agreed to .. =e ais es or ra as = .. 1053 


Bristol Corporation Bill.—The ileal s consent signified ; and Bill pees 
with Amendments ; ‘ e Ks ‘ “a . -- 1053 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


PARLIAMENTARY AGENCY.—Rules to be observed by the officers of the House 
and by all Parliamentary agents and solicitors engaged in prosecuting pro- 
ceedings in the House of Lords upon any petition or Bill. Ordered to be 
laid before the House.—(The Chairman of Committees.) #3 ~ .. L054 


New ZEALAND AppEaLs.—Return of appeals from New Zealand to His Majesty 

in Council, from January, 1903, to July, 1905, inclusive. Ordered to be 

laid before the House.—(7he Lord Chancellor.) “a ie x .. 1054 
Canapa.—Correspondence relating to the garrisons of Halifax and Esquimalt .. 1054 
Navy (Heattu).—Statistical Report of the Health of the Navy, for the year 1904 1054 
CarE oF Goop Hope (OssERVATORY).—Report of His Majesty’s Astronomer 


at the Cape of Good Hope to the Secretary of the Admiralty, for the year 
1904 nl ey #6 ai és ri ws ‘5 ‘ ». 1054 
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TRAMWAY ORDERS.—Report by the Board of Trade of their proceedings under 
the Tramways Act, 1870, during the Session of 1905 .. + ne .. 1054 


TraDE Reports—I. (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3466. France (Martinique). 
No, 3467. Turkey (Smyrna). 
No. 3468. China (Amoy). .. - ‘es “ en oa .- 1054 


Il. (MisceLLangous Sertgs).—No. 635, Japan (Report on Japanese Paper- 
making) ; a “i ‘ 1054 
ExpLosives (ExpLosives Factories AND TesTING StTaTIONS IN BELGIUM, 
GERMANY, AND HoLLAnpD).—Report to the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, by Captain M.B. Lloyd and Captain A. P. H. Desborough, 
His Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, on visits to certain explosive factories 
and testing stations in Belgium, Germany, and Holland a De .. 1054 


CoLontEs (ANNUAL).—No, 450. Wei-hai-Wei (Report for 104). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. $4 .. 1055 


PotLtina Districts (County oF HeErtrorp).—Order made by the county 
council of the county of Hertford dividing the Northern or Hitchin Parlia- 
mentary Division into polling districts = oe se vi .. 1055 


SHop Hours Act, 1904.—Closing order made by the Ballymoney Urban District 
Council ee eo om ws Hi ‘es ‘a x wa .. 1055 


ForRESHORES.—Treasury Minute, dated 29th July, 1905, directing the applica- 
tion of moneys received by the Board of Trade in the year ended 31st March 
1905, in respect of the rights and interests of the Crown in the foreshores of 
the United Kingdom. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 1055 


Compensation for Damage to Crops Bill.— Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment ; and to be read 3 on Thursday next .. 1055 


Public Health Acts (Amendment) Bill [u...].—House in Committee (according 
to Order). 
[The Earl of Onstow in the Chair.] 
Clause 1: 
Lord Stanley of Alderley .. +4 “s os =i we -- 1056 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ London,’ to insert the words 
‘and of such places as have received their authority in reference to 


public health, or to regulations affecting building, from local Acts of 
Parliament.’ ”—(Lord Stanley of Alderley.) 
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Lord Hylton vs os ar ea es “i . L0d6 
Lord Stanley of Alderley ‘ te a “+ oe as .. 1056 

Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 

Clause 1 agreed to. 

Clauses 2 and 3 agreed te 

Clause 4 , 
Lord Burghelere : = - iy Hs * ee «- 1057 
Tord Kenyon ny - ne un e ‘es wa .- 1059 
Lord Hylton .. - - ms ae oe on .. 1059 
Lord Stanley of Alderley = - uh aa 4 .. 1060 

On Question, Clause 4 agreed to. 

Clause 5 : 

. 1061 


Lord Stanley of Alderley 





Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 3, line 19, after the word ‘sessions’ to insert the words 
‘and to such other appeal as may now by law be open to him.’ ”— 


(Lord Stanley of Alderley.) 


cord Kenyon .. os i +“ - ne ee . 1061 
Lord Stanley of Alderley 7 {4 a oa .. 1062 
The Lord Chancellor a Earl of Halsbury) és « ie .. 1062 
Lord Hylton .. , - és - .. 1063 
Lord Burghclere ae - - vs “s va ‘on .. 1063 
The Lord Chancellor .. ie is oe i aa - .. 1064 

8 “rs ar as ae .. 1064 


Lord Stanley of Alderley 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


On Question, Clause 5 agreed to. 


The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee made ; further Amend- 


ments made. Standing Committee negatived ; Bill to be read 3* on 
Monday next ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 159.) 


Matrimonial Causes Bill [H.1.]—{Seconp Reapivc].—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 


Earl Russell .. oe 3s sie . 1064 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.”—(Earl Russell.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) és a es -. 1067 
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Amenament movea— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and add at the end of the Motion 
the words ‘ this day three months.’ ”»—(T'he Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, whether the word “now” shall stand part of the Motion, 
their Lordships divided :—Contents, 4; Not-Contents, 44. 


Trade Marks Bill—[Seconp Reapine].—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Earl Spencer .. ee ee ee éé oe ee os .. 1071 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Earl Spencer.) 
The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 1071 


On Question, Bill read 2%, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 





PALACE OF WESTMINSTER. 
Lord Stanmore “i a oo ee 
Moved, “That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and report ' 
with respect to the unfinished condition of the roums in the Palace of 
Westminster appropriated to the service of this House and their ap- 
proaches.” —(Lord Stanmore.) 


Earl Spencer .. a a - .. LOT4 
The First Commassroner of Works ( Lord W indsor) “a we - .. 1075 


On Question, Motion agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 
Inp1a (ARMY ADMINISTRATION). 
The Marquess of Ripon oe ‘in - Ka sid ne .- 1075 
Moved, “‘ That an Humble Address be presented to His Majesty for Minute 


‘ of Sir Donald Stewart in June, 1898, on the subject of Indian Army 
Administration, recorded in the India Office.” —(The Marquess of Ripon.) 


Earl Roberts .. , .. 1095 
The Under-Secretary of State for India (The Marquess of Bath) . .- 1098 
Lord Sandhurst a .. 1110 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Afiairs (The Marquess of Lansdow me) 1117 
The Marquess of Ripon - -- 1123 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and ordered accordingly. 


House adjourned during pleasure ; and resumed by the Earl Waldegrave. 





MeMoRIAL TO THE Late Marquess OF SALISBURY. 


Lord Hawkesbury .. we we es - i “ ~» L129 








Ixxx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Auy. 1.] Page 


Moved, to resolve, “‘ That this House, whilst anxious that a suitable site 
should be found in Westminster Abbey for the national memorial to 
the late Marquess of Salisbury, desires to express its opinion that the | 
monument to Captain James Cornewall (the first monument erected by 
vote of Parliament to a naval officer who, when in command of H.M.S. 

‘Marlborough ’ in the action off Toulon in February, 1743-44, lost both 
his legs, but remained on the quarter-deck and fought his ship till he 
died) ought not to be removed without due notice being given to Par- 
liament.”—(Lord Hawkesbury.) 





Earl Spencer .. < - se ah i = -. 1133 
The Earl of Camperdow S68 es es ie 5 st .. 1135 
The Marquess of Lansdowne - a . ~ 35 .. 1137 
Lord Stanley of Alderley... ‘a o i. wx es .. 1139 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


PARLIAMENTARY AGENCY.—Rules respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to order of this day), and to be printed. [No. 160] .. ¥ i” ~. 1139 


New ZEALAND AppEALs.—Return respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to order of this day), and to be printed. [No. 161] .. - Ss .. 1139 


House adjourned at half-past Nine o’clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 








HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, Ist AUGUST, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lorps] (K1na’s Consent, oN BEHALF OF THE 
CROWN AND OF THE Ducuy or LANcAsTER, SIGNIFIED).—Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments .. os ne i vr .. 1140 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lorps] (By OrpER).— 
Consideration, as amended, deferred till this Evening’s Sitting at .. 1140 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill, without Amendment. 


Public Roads (Ireland) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill; North Eastern Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway (Steam 





Vessels) Bill, with Amendments. . - ie we cn .. 1140 
PETITIONS. 
Poor Law (ScorLanD) BitL.—Petition from Paisley, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table .. sts de a = ne fe ne + 214 | 
Post OrricE (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT).—Petition from Chester, for Annul- j 


ment; tolie upon the Table’... es wih we ‘3% ‘ee « a 
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Sate oF InToxicatinc Liquors (SunDAY) Bitu.—Petition from Carlisle, in 


Page 


favour ; to lie upon the Table . 1141 
SincH, Manwarasan Mapuo.—Petition from anid for i iit into his case ; 
to lie upon the Table . nt ' ta . 1141 


UNEMPLOYED WorKMEN Biti.—Petition from Glasgow, for extension to Scots 
land ; to lie upon the Table we “e ae 


UNEMPLOYED WorKMEN BiLi.—Petition from Swansea, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table me , 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LonpDON (EQUALISATION OF Rates) Act, 1894 (Accounts UNDER Section 1 
(7) or THE Act).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 27th July ; 
Mr. Jeffreys]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No.277].. 


BorouGus (ENGLAND AND WALEs) (OuTsTanpDING LoANs).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 25th May ; Sir Gilbert es to lie —_ the 
‘Table, and to be printed. [No. 278] ; , : 


SMALLPOx.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 8th May; Sir John 
Tuke] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 279].. 


Loca Taxation Licences, 1904-5.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
27th mer ; Mr. Jeffreys]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
280] es ia ¥s “ i - 


Cyprus.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 25th July; Mr. Pier- 
point]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 281] .. 


ForesHorEs.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 29th July, 1905, 
directing the application of moneys received by the Board of Trade in the 
year ended 31st March, 1905, in respect of the rights and interests of the 
Crown in the Foreshores of the United en Uby ites to lie -_ the 
Table ea a 


ExpLosives (Facrories AND TEsTING Stations).—Copy presented, of Report 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, by Captain M. B. Lloyd 
and Captain A. P. H. Desborough, His Maresty’s Inspectors of Explosives, 
on visits to certain Explosives Factories and Testing Stations in Belgium, 
Germany, and Holland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Potting Districts (County or HertrorD).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the County Council of the County of Hertford, dividing the Northern 
or Hitchin Parliamentary Division into Polling Districts [by i to lie 
upon the Table Be - ; ‘ ‘ 


Tramway OrpERS.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade of their 
Proceedings under the Tramways Act, 1870, during the session of 1905 (by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table : ‘ ‘ ea , 


Canapa.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to the Garrisons of Halifax 
and Esquimalt [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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. 141 


. 1141 


. 1141 


~- 1142 


. 1142 


.. 1142, 


. 1142 


. 1142 


. 1142 


. 1142 


. 1142 


. 1143 











Ixxxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Aug. 1.] Page 
Grapvuatep IncomE-Tax.—Further Return ape relative thereto [Address 


11th August, 1904 ; Mr. Herbert Samuel); to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 282 ] Ki " és a = “ -. 1143 





Army.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission on the Care and Treatment of the Sick and Wounded during the 
South African Campaign, —— with the action taken [by caries ; 
to lie upon the Table... ‘ ; .. 1143 


TRADE REportTs (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3466 to 3468 [by saan to lie 
upon the Table’... _ = eh ‘ .. 1148 


TravE Reports (MIsceELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous acu No. 635 fend nw? to 
lie upon the Table 7" - ‘ .. 1148 


SHor Hours Act, 1904 (CLostInc ORDER, BALLYMONEY URBAN DIstTRICT).— 
Copy presented, of Order made by the Urban District Council of Bally- 
money, and confirmed by the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, closing certain 
shops within the Urban District of ctatiianid [by sed to lie upon the 
Table rs a es 4s ‘ vi 5 .. 1143 


Navy (Hrautu).—Copy presented, of Statistical Report of the Health of the 
Navy for the year 1904 [by siti to lie upon the Table and to be 
printed. [No. 283.] Se ‘ Be re me Ee .. Ald 


Care or Goop Hore OxsservaTory.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty for the year 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. re “a ae .. 1144 


ADJOURNMENT Motions UNvER StanpING OrvER No. 10.—Return ordered, 
“of Motions for Adjournment under Standing Order No. 10, showing the 
date of such Motion, the name of the Member proposing, the definite matter 
of urgent public importance, and the result of any Division taken thereon 
during Session 1905 (in the same form as, and in continuation of, Parliamen- 
tary Paper No, 302, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) - we .. L144 


CLosurE OF DepaTe (StanpING OrvER No, 26).—Return ordered, “ respecting 
application of Standing Order No. 26 (Closure of Debate) during Session 1905, 
under the following heads :— 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary sit No. 303, of Session 1%v4).”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) .. ts Me ; a és “ bi .. 1l44 
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DIVISIONS OF THE House.—Return ordered, “ of the number of Divisions of the 


House in Session 1905 ; stating the subject of the Division, and the number, 


ot Members in the majority and minority, Tellers included ; also the aggre- 
gate number in the House on each Division ; distinguishing the Divisions 
on Public Business from Private ; and also the number of Divisions before 
and after midnight (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.188, of 
Session 1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) - “3 bp _ Bes “a 





Pusiic Bitts.—Return ordered, “ of the number of Public Bills, distinguishing 
xovernment from other Bills, introduced into this House, or brought from 
the House of Lords, during Session 1905; showing the number which re- 
ceived the Royal Assent ; the number which were passed by this House, 
but not by the House of Lords ; the number passed by the House of Lords, 
but not by this House ; and distinguishing the stages at which such Bills 
as did not receive the Royal Assent were dropped or postponed and rejected 
in either House of Parliament (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
0.192, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) : x ; 


Pus.ic Petitions. —Return ordered, “ of the number of Public Petitions pre- 
sented and printed in Session 1905 ; with the total number of signatures in 
that year (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.190, of Session 
1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) oe 


SELEcT CommITTEeES.—Return ordered, ‘‘ of the number of Select Committees 
appointed in Session 1905, including the Standing Committees and the Court 
of Referees : the subjects of inquiry ; the names of the members appointed 
to serve on cach, and of the Chairman of each ; the number of days each 
Committee met, and the number of days each member attended ; the total 
expense of the attendance of witnesse. at cach Select Committee, and the 
name of the member who moved for such Select Committee: also the total 
number of Members who served on Select Committees (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 0.189, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell) 


Sirrincs or THE House.—Return ordered, “ of the number of days on which the 
House sat in Session 1905, stating foreach day the date of the month and 
day of the week, the hour of the meeting, and the hour of adjournment ; 
and the total number of hours occupied in the Sittings of the House, and 
the average time ; and showing the number of hours on which the House 
sat each day, and the number of hours after midnight ; and the number of 
entries in each day’s Votes and Proceedings (in continuation of Parliament- 
ary Paper, No. 0.191, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Business oF THE House (Days OccurieD BY GOVERNMENT AND BY PRIVATE 
Members).—Return ordered, “‘ showing, with reference to Session 1905, (1) 
the number of Sittings at which, in accordance with the Standing Orders, 
Government Business had precedence ; (2) the number of Evening Sittings 
on Tuesdays and Wednesdays, and the number of Sittings on Fridays at 
which Private Members had precedence under the Standing Orders ; (3) the 

number of Sittings at which Government Business had precedence under a 

special order of the House ; (4) the number of Saturday Sittings ; (5) the 

total number of Sittings at which Government Business had precedence ; 

(6) the total number of days on which the House sat ; (7) the total number 

of Motions for Adjournment of the House on a matter of urgent public im- 

portance ; and (8) the number of days on which Business of Supply was 

considered (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, Ne. 304, of Session 


1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) ede See “ek San 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND PrRIvATE Business.—Return ordered, ‘‘ of the number of 
Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for confirming Provisional Orders 
introduced into the House of Commons and brought from the House of 
Lords, and of Acts passed in Session 1905, classed according to the following 
subjects :—Railways; Tramways; Tramroads; Subways; Canals and 
Navigations ; Roads and Bridges ; Water; Waterworks; Gas; Gas and 
Water; Lighting and Improvement; Police and Sanitary Regulations ; 
Corporations, etc. (not relating to Police and Sanitary Regulations or to 
Lighting and Improvement Schemes) ; Ports, Piers, Harbours, and Docks ; 
Churches, Chapels, and Burying Grounds ; Markets and Fairs ; Gaols and 
other County Buildings; Inclosure and Drainage Estate ; Divorce ; 
Naturalisation ; Hospitals, and Miscellaneous.” 





** Of all the Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for confirming Provisional 
Orders which in Session 1905 have been reported on by Committees on 
Opposed Private Bills or by Committees nominated partly by the 
House and partly by the Committee of Selection, together with the 
names of the selected Members who served on each Committee ; the 
first and also the last day of the sitting of each Committee ; the number 
of days on which each Committee sat ; the number of days on which 
each selected Member has served; the number of days occupied by 
each Bill in Committee; the Bills the Preambles of which were re- 
ported to have been proved ; the Bills the Preambles of which were 
reported to have been not proved ; and, in the case of Bills for confirm- 
ing Provisional Orders, whether the Provisional Orders ought or ought 
not to be confirmed.” 


* Of all Private Bills and Bills for confirming Provisional Orders which, in 
Session 1905, have been referred by the Committee of Selection, or by 
the General Committee on Railway and Canal Bills, to the Chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, together with the names of the 
Members who served on each Committee ; the number of days on 
which each Committee sat; and the number of days on which each 
Member attended.” 


“And, of the number of Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for con- 
confirming Provisional Orders withdrawn or not proceeded with by 
the parties, those Bills being specified which have been referred to 
Committees and dropped during the sittings of the Committee (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.187, of Session 1904).”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) at - ie - sis $3 es .. 1146 


County Courts (PLaINTs AND Srrrincs).—Address for “ Returns from every 
County Court in England and Wales of the total number of Plaints, etc., 
entered in each Court from the Ist day of January to the 3lst day of 
December, 1904, both days inclusive, distinguishing those not exceeding £20, 
those above £20 and not exceeding £50, and those by agreement over £50.” 

* And. of the Sittings of the County Courts in England and Wales holden 
before the Judges of such Courts in the year 1904 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 246, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 1147 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


FLoaeine or Boys in THE Navy.—Questions, Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) ; 
Answers, Mr. Pretyman .. te +n és - 6 oe .. 1148 
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MonaSTICc AND CoNVENTUAL INsTITUTIONS REMOVED FROM FRANCE To ENGLAND 


DURING THE Last TweLve Montus.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, 
Westbury) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas wi es EP os .. 1149 


Truck Act AND Messrs. Harrisons’ ImMportep LABoURERS AT LIVERPOOL 
Docks.—Question, Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe); Answer, Mr. 
Akers-Douglas an - os ‘ ‘ng 6 3 .. 1149 


ForEIGN CREW OF THE British STEAMER “ RoppAm.”—Question, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas os ie .. 1150 


PAYMENT oF GRANTS TO ScHooLs witHoutT PLaycrounps.—Question, Mr. 
Goddard (Ipswich) ; Answer, Sir William Anson ys - me .. 1150 


ENFORCEMENT OF British CLAIMS AGAINST THE TURKISH GOVERNMENT.— 
Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Earl Perey .. 1151 


GAMBLING IN Corton Options AND Futures.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. “cs is <4 a .. 1152 


E.ectric TraIn AccIpDENTS—BuFFER CARRIAGES.—Question, Mr. Marshall 


Hall (Lancashire, Southport) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 1152 
NoRWEGIAN TRAWLERS CoNVICTED oF ILLEGAL TRAWLING AT Wick.—Question, 

Mr, Harmsworth (Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay .. .. 1153 
CLostnc or LAMBAY CoastauaRD STATION.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, 

Mr, Pretyman we #3 oa ‘ss es Ss o y .. 1153 
Returns or Irish Imports aND Exports.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, 

Mr. Walter Long .. ; 1154 
Tue Late Irish Cuter CRowN AND TREASURY SOLICITOR AND THE DEL’ HERAULT 

EstaTe.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.); Answer, Mr. 

Atkinson ae ‘ oa os re a ae es .. 1154 
CATHOLIC OFFICIALS IN THE VETERINARY BRANCH OF THE IRISH DEPARTMENT 

or AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, 

Mr. Walter Long .. “ ¥s Ke “ a a - .. 1155 
THREATENING ATTITUDE OF KAFFIRS IN THE Moo! River District.—Question, 

Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. - .. 1156 
THEFTS OF SHEEP BY KAFFIRS IN THE Moot River District.—Question, Mr. Cog- 

hill; Answer, Mr, Lyttelton .. an se oi es ne .. 1156 
COMMISSIONER AND ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF BRITISH BECHUANALAND PRo- 

TECTORATE.—Question, Master of Elibank (Edinburgh, Midlothian) ; 

Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 1 ‘ i = ne .. 1157 


Tar Ist BATTALION OF THE 5rH FusILieRs.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas 
(Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster_ .. gi - as -» 1357 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ALLEGED DEFECTIVE AMMUNITION AT ALDERSHOT.—Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
7 r 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.)  .. oe — ate ha a .. LIST 


QueBEc Licence Duty oN COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS.—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) <a ie vs ns .. 1158 


Pay or CHINESE CooLies IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland), Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden), Mr. Lough 
(Islington, W.). Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby), Mr. Crooks (Wool 
wich), and Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answers, Mr. Lyttelton .. : . 1160 


ALLEGED Support or GERMAN SvupstpisEp STEAMSHIPS BY THE BRITISH 
GovERNMENT.—Question, Mr. Hoult (Cheshire, Wirrall); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ee .. 1161 


ProPosED PARTITION OF BENGAL.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick i 5 ee me AP .. 1161 


THE Lonpon Pouice AND THE KiNG OF Spatn’s Vistt.—Question, Mr. Lough ; 
Auswer, The Secretary of State for the Home sie ai (Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s). . re sie eS ‘“ .. 1162 


PostaL ARRANGEMENTS AT STRATHCARRON, Ross-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) iis ee Np “% xs ‘i .. 1162 


Cost or Nortu Sea Fisnertes INVESTIGATION.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derby- 
shire, W.) .. 1163 


British MonuMENTAL ART.—Question, Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead); Answer, 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, 
Oxford University) - $i ae ee ea a ¥ .. 1163 


Pusiic ScHoots at Locus, Iste or LEwis.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) si hs .. 1164 


INVERNESS Procurator-FiscaL.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott 
Dickson a hs oe _ a Re se ine .. 1164 

Doc PoisoninG BY GAMEKEEPERS IN INVERNESS-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson Sg oc ae ve ne ae .. 1164 


Nort Sra Fisuertes INvestiGarion.—Question, Mr. Black (Bantishire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ” me Ae “ .. 1165 


TRAWLING IN THE Moray Firtu.—Question, Mr. Black; Answer, Mr. Scott 
Dickson “2 - ee ee » ies oe es, e .. 1165 


Lasourers’ Corraces AND ALLOTMENTS.— Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, 
N.); Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
ae i ae ies Wi a sh - = .. 1166 
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LanD PurcHASE IN County LonerorD.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; An- 
swer, Mr. Atkinson we ae Se Ss - oe ne .. 1166 


Warsurron Estark, QUEEN’s County.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter 
Long, Bristol, S.) sd 3 .. 1168 


EvictED TENANTs ON Lorp LANspowNe’s LuaGacurraNn EstTatTe.—Question, 
Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ee x ne <4 oe AIG? 


EsTaTEs CoMMISSIONERS AND Evicted Hotprnes.—Question, Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ae — a“ se 


CONDITION OF FARMERS ON THE BARROW TRALEE SEA Coast.—Question, Mr. 


Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ae .. 1168 
KILLARNEY Evicrep TENANT.—Questions, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. ice ee <a aa ae is 7 .. 1168 


Cusack Estate, County Lonerorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, 





Mr. Walter Long 1169 
South or [IRELAND FisHeries...Questions, Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.); Answers, 
Mr. Walter Long : 1169 
ProsEcTED Rattway BrrwEEN DrRoMAHAIR AND ARIGNA.—Question, Mr. 
P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 1170 
(ARNATALL Scnoot Mistress.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr, Walter Long ae ws ae ey =i ie st ARES 
Be_Fast GUARDIANS AND KATE Benson.—Questions, Mr. Joseph Devlin ; 
Answer, Mr, Walter Long ne a es ~~ ENTE 
ALLEGED AtTack oN Kerry Portce.—Questions, Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 
S.), Mr. Thomas 0’Donnell, and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long ae se a a ae ss Pe a ae ovo REGS 
Tur ALLEGED OvuTRAGE AT BoyLe.—Questions, Mr. Charles Craig, Mr. Hayden 
(Roscommon, S.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), and Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire 
Altrincham) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long a vi ry ne aes. 
BuncraNA TELEPHONE SeERvICE.—Question, Mr. Muldoon (Donegal, N.); 
Answer, Lord Stanley - e - “ = 2 ae 
Irish Pusiic Frvance.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Victor Cavendish and The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) oes ss an «> SG 
Ir1sH Franciscan Manuscripts.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, 
1177 


Mr. Victor Cavendish 


TRAWLING IN THE Moray Firtu.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1177 
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Tue TeLePHoNE AGREEMENT.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1178 
Wetsu Stream CoaL.—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas: (Merthyr Tydvil) and 
Colonel Lucas (Suffolk, Lowestoft) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour... .. 1178 
Tue CotontaL CoNFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Black, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple), and Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Burghs); Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour and Mr. Speaker . 1179 
Suppiy.—Question, Mr. Lough, Mr. John Ellis, and Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour Be me 5% . 1181 
Tue Mancnester UNempiovep DisturBANCE.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie, 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar), Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries 
Burghs), Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.), and Mr. Crooks ; Answers, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas, Mr. A. J. Balfour, and Mr. Speaker .. 1182 
Suppiy [18TH ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 
Crvit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMatTEs, 1905-6. 
Crass IV. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,652,548, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on March 31st, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Board of Education, and of the various Establishments connected 
therewith, including sundry Grants in Aid.” 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) .. 1185 
Mr. Lloyd (George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . 1206 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) . 1220 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. si . 1229 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) .. 1234 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. 1240 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) .. 1246 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Order read, 
for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment proposed on Consideration 
of the Bill, as amended [27th July]. 


Which Amendment was— 


“In page 14, line 1, to leave out to the end of schedule (Tralee and 
Fenit Pier and Harbour Order.) ’’—(Mr. Butcher.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the 
word ‘ time ’ in page 16, line 6, stand part of the Bill.” 


Question put, and negatived. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow a ae os we .. 1248 
Suppty [18TH ALLotrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Crvit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMaTEs, 1905-6. 


Crass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,652,548, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Board of Education and of the various Establishments 
connected therewith, including sundry Grants in Aid.” 


= Francis Powell .. me + en .. 1249 
Sir Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, BE.) .. a wi ‘s .. 1252 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,652,448, be granted for the said Service.” —(Sir Alfred Thomas.) 


Tieut.-Col. Pryce- Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) .. - ‘a .. 1255 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. ee oe a .. 1257 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ds ee a 7 .. 1262 
Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire)... # ik xs ‘i .. 1263 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) .. oe a a a .. 1264 
Mr. Edwards (Radnor) e < - wie és .- 1267 
Mr. Lows Sinclair (Essex, Romford) os ee es ss .. 1271 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) oe . - .. 1273 
Col. Lockwood a Epping) we - me « a .. 1276 


Sir William Anson .. me Sed we ue re se. MENG 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 220 ; Noes, 250. (Division List No. 319.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—[Seconp Reapine.]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.).. Bs - +s “ 6 ie .. 1288 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham)... i wi ha ois wi .. 1290 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) .. a Ke es i “ ~« 1201 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ That,’ and add the 
words ‘in the opinion of this House, it is inexpedient that when im- 
portant Acts of Parliament have been passed for a limited period any 
ot such Acts should be included in a general Bill for the Continuance 
of Expiring Laws brought in at the close of the session without afford- 
ing any fair opportunity of considering the propriety of their discon- 
tinuance or of their modification.’ ””—(Mr. Churchill.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
ot the Question.” 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) .. ae ae oe on de LZOZ 
Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) “ es an a ah as .. 1293 
Mr. Healy (Louth, N.) , . 1294 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A, J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) . ss me “e : , . 1294 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) A és es os a8 Be .. 1295 
Mr. John O'Connor (Kildare, N.) .. - ‘a és a .. 1296 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 206; Noes, 162. (Division List No. 320.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part ot the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 321.) 
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Mr. A. J. Batrour claimed, “ That the Main Question be now put.” 
Main Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Two-morrow. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 31st day of July, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at nineteen minutes before Two o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS : WEDNESDAY, 2np AUGUST, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and — Capers Bill aad 


Read a second time, and committed... . 1305 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order - 3) Bill.—Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to .. . 3 : se a e .. 1305 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill { Lorps].—Verbal Amend- 
ments made; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. 1505 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill |Lorps]; Glasgow Cor- 
poration (Tramways Consolidation) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] ; 
Glasgow University Order Confirmation Bill{Lords] ; Paisley District Tram- 
ways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment oe eA oe ia < wie én .. 1305 


Wemyss Tramways Order nen Bill ene —Read a second time ; 
to be considered upon Friday .. : - we a .. 1305 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill | Lorps].— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the ee and to be 


printed Ly sis oe ne ai se Le ‘ a .. 1305 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill |Lorps].—Reported, without 
Amendment. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


» 1305 


Bill to be read the third time 


PETITIONS. 


WorkMEN’s CoMPENSATION BiLit.—Petition from Walsall, for alteration; to 
lie upon the Table .. - a ae a at 2. ie -» 1305 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Ce 


County Courts (PLAINTs AND S1TTINGs).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address Ist iain Mr. ania to lie —_ the Table, and to be printed - 
[No. 284] a” 


DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR ACCELERATED BY Privation (LonDoN).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [Address 24th March; Mr. iia to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 285] a - -» 1806 


NaTIONAL ScuHoots (IRELAND) (TEACHERS).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 4th May ; Mr. satis to lie — the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 286] : 7 .. 1806 


Curna (No. 1, 1905).—Copy presented, of Report by Mr. A. Hosie, His Majesty’s 
Consul-General at Chengtu, on a journey to the Eastern Frontier of Tibet 
(with a map) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ii “a -- 1306 J - 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE, 


1, Adjournment Motions under Standing Order No, 10. Return 
relative thereto peat Ist sees api Mi. Caldwell]; to be printed. [No. 
287] et “a - “ ac we 7 .. 1306 


2. Closure of Debate (Standing Order No. 26). Return relative thereto 
[ordered Ist August ; Mr. Caldwell]: to be printed, [No, 288) ., .. 1306 | ¥ 


3. Divisions of the House. Return relative thereto [ordered Ist August; T 
M1, Caldwell]; to be printed .. “ “ - $s ” ». 1506 


4, Public Bills. Return relative thereto [ordered lst August; Mr. V 
Caldwell] ; to be printed vi ss i oe + os .. 1306 


‘ a E 
5. Public Petitions. Return relative thereto aie Ist init 
Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed... ws - ‘ . 1307 
I 
6. Select Committees, Return relative thereto [ordered Ist August ; 
Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed .. bg " re ni - .. 1507 ; 
7. Sittings of the Hovse. Return relative thereto [ordered Ist August ; 
M>. Caldwell]; to be printed .. 8 2% - on: a ~» Jour 
3 
8. Business of the House (Days occupied by Government and by Private 
Members). Return relative thereto [ordered Ist sents Mr. Caldwell] ; I 
to be printed. [No. 289] es ¥% ig “v om .. 1507 
9. Private Bills and Private Business. Return relative thereto [ordered I 


Ist August ; Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed... ie a es .- 1308 
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Local Rates in Congested Districts Counties in Ireland during the years 
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SupeLy [19TH ALLoTrep Day]. 

Considered in Committee. 
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|Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DepARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1905-6, 


Crass II, : 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £108,629, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department 
and Subordinate Offices.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) sit a .. 135] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £108,529, 
be granted for the said service,”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Supe.ty [19TH ALLoTrED Day]. 
Considered in Committee, 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6, 
Crass II. 

1, Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£108,629, be granted to His Majesty, to complete thy sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Office of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home 
Department and Subordinate Offices.” 


Sir Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, EB.) .. oe xs © 1405 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £108,529, 
he granted for the said Service.’—(Sir Alfred Thomas.) 


M7. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) .. te ay ef ne .. 1405 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. ss sia - a .. HOT 
M1. Burt (Morpeth) .. : 3 ai Se - ne .. 1408 
Mr. Akers Douglas... ae “3 ae i ne oe .. 1409 


And, it being Ten of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, in pursuance 
of Standing Order No. 15, to put forthwith the Questions necessary to dis- 
pose of the Vote under consideration, 


Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £108,529, be granted fer the 
said Service.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188; Noes, 246, (Division List No. 322.) 
Original Question put, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 323.) 

The Chairman then proceeded to put severally the Questions, That the total 
amounts, of the Votes outstanding in each Class of the Civil Service Esti- 
mates, including Supplementary Estimates, and the total amount of the 
Votes outstanding in the Estimates for the Navy, Army (including 
Ordnance Factories), and Revenue Departments, be granted for the 
Services defined in those Classes and Estimstes, 
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2. Resolved, That a sum, not exceeding £1,528,761, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for Expenditure on the 
following Services included in Class I. of the Estimates for Civil Services, 


viz. :— 
£ 
' 3. Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens — - - . . 62,400 
4. Houses of Parliament Building (Supplementary)- - 3,150 
5. Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Britain — - - 33,960 
6. Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain — - - . 29,000 
7. Diplomatic and Consular Buildings — - - - - 40 900 
8. Revenue Buildings — - - - - - - - 433,700 
9. Public Buildings, Great Britain - - - - - 284,000 
10. Surveys of the United Kingdom- - - - - 117,650 
1]. Harbours under the Board of Trade — - - - - 16,565 
12. Peterhead Harbour — - - - - : : , 22, 000 
13. Rates on Government Property - - - - : 356,295 


14. Public Works and Buildings, Ireland. - - - - 104,509 
15. Railways, Ireland - . - - - - 24,632 
£1,538,75% 


Cuass IT. 


3. Resolved, That a sum, not exceeding £1,319,058, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for Expenditure in respect 
of the following Services included in Class II. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. :— 


£ 
1. House of Lords Offices - - - - . . 10,051 
2. House of Commons Offices - - . . . . 20,500 
3. Treasury and Subordinate Offices . . . . 58,505 
5. Foreign Office - - - : - - - £0,103 
6. Colonial Office - - - - - - - 28,920 
7. Privy Council Office - - - - - - - 6.370 
9. Mercantile Marine Ser-ices- - - . . . 69.919 
10. Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade - - 5 
11. Board of Agriculture and Fisheries — - - - - 65,605 
12. Charity Commission - - : - - - - 15,689 
13. Civil Service Commission — - . - - - - 24,905 
14. Exchequer and Audit Department — - - - - 10,155 
15. Friendly Societies Registry - - - - : £680 
16. Local Government Board - : - - - - 146,954 
17. Lunacy Commission, England — - - - - - 10,458 
18. Mint, including Coinage — - - - - - - 48 
19. National Debt Office- - : - - - - 7,063 
20. Public Record Office - - - - - . . 14,560 
21. Public Works Loan Commission - - - - - 19 
22. Registrar-General’s Office, England - - - - 22,895 
23. Stationery and Printing = - - - - - - 413,283 
24. Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, etc., Office- - 12.633 
25. Works and Public Buildings Office _ - - - - 43,595 


28. Secret Service - - - - - . . ‘ 25,000 


Page 
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during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 


28. 
29. 


30. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Scotland. 


Fishery Board - - - - . - - 
Lunacy Commission. - - - 
Registrar-General’s Office - - - - - 


Treland. 


2. Household of Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 

3. Chief Secretary for Ireland, Offices 

. Department of Agriculture and Technical serene 
. Charitable Donations and Bequests Office - - 
. Local Government Board - - - - - 
7. Public Record Office, Ireland — - 

. Public Works Office - : - 

. Registrar-General’s Office - - - - 

. Valuation and Boundary Survey - - - 


tion 


Crass III. 


14,786 
3,384 
2,781 


3,822 
13,950 
111,692 
1,042 
39,097 
3,359 
23,111 
7,510 
13,719 

£1, 319.¢ OD8 


4. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,997,391, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 


1906, for Expenditure 


in respect of the following Services included in Class III. of the Estimates 
for Civil Services, viz. :— 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


eee eG 


14. Law Charges 
. Supreme Court of Judicature and other Legal De cpart: 


17. 
18 


20), 
21. 
22, 


Law Charges” - 


. Miscellaneous Legal iain nses 

. Supreme Court of Judicature 

. Land Registry - - - - . 

. County Courts - : - 

. Police, England and Wales - - 

. Prisons, England and the Colonies — - - - 
. Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain 
- Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic - 


Asylum - 


Scotland. 


. Law Charges and Courts of Law - 

. Register House, Edinburgh 

2. Crofters’ Commission- 

. Prisons - - - . - : - A 


IRELAND. 


and Criminal Prosecutions — - P 


ments - - - - 
County Court Officers, etc.- 
Dublin Metropolitan Police- 
. Royal Irish Constabulary - 
Prisons” - - - - 
Reformatory and Industrial Se liad 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum - : 


248; Noes, 191. 


s 
32.202 
21,516 

181,574 
26,102 
6.000 
26,945 
406,443 
119,799 


23,805 


32,416 


58,025 
65,423 
37,906 
699,413 
68,430 
55,281 
3,493 


1,997,391” 
(Division List No. 324 
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5. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,619,937, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for Expenditure 
in respect of the following Services, included in Class IV. of the Estimates 
for Civil Services, viz. :— 


zi 
1. Board of Education - - - - : - - 5,652,548 
2. British Museum - - - 100,501 
3. National Gallery - - - - - = . : 9 014 
4. National Portrait Gallery - - - - : - 2.619 
5. Wallace Collection — - - - 2 2 : 3,593 
6. Scientific Investigation, etc., United Kingdom - - 29,900 
7. Universities and Cx slleges, Great Britain, and Inter- 
mediate Education, Wales. - - : - - 137,300 
8. Public Education, Scotland — - - - - - 1,047,290 
9. National Gallery, etc., Seotland- - - - - 405 
Ireland. 

10. Public Education - - - - : - - 631,721 

510 


11. Endowed Schools Commissioners- . - 
12. National Gallery en luding a ae mentary Sum of 

£1,390) - - - - - 1,986 
13. Queen’s Colleges - - - - - . - - 2,550 


£7,619,937” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; Noes, 187. (Division List No. 325.) 
Ciass V. 


6. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,032,445, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment ° 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for Expenditure 
on the following Services included in Class V. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. : 


Ps 
1. Diplomatic and Consular Services — - - . - 303,847 
2. Colonial Services - = - 671,703 
3. Te legraph Sudsidies il Pac ific Cable- . - - 41,645 
4. Cyprus (Grant in Aid)- - - - - - - 1,000 
5. Treasury Chest Fund- | - — - - 2 = Oe 14,250 


1,032,445” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 246; Noes, 144. (Division List No. 326.) 
Ciass VI. 
7. Question put, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £497,002, be granted to 


His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for Expenditure in 
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respect of the following Services included in Class VI. of the Estimates for 
Civil Services, viz. :— 


OU Oo BO 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


Cuass \ 


. Superannuation and Retired Allowances 
. Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions — - 

. Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances - 
Hospital and Charities, Ireland - 
Savings Banks’ and Friendly Societies’ Deficiencies 


244; Noes, 122. 


Tl. 


£ 
- 348,378 
- 800 


- 572 


- 263 
146,989 


Page 


497,002” 


(Division List No. 327.) 


8. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £137,772, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 


during 


the year ending on lst day of 


March, 


1906, for Expenditure in 


respect of the following Services included in Class VII. of the Estimates 
for Civil Services, viz. :— 


> —_ 


cot 


te 


6. 


Temporary Commissions — - 


. Miscellaneous Expenses 
. Repayments to the Local Loans Fund 


Ireland Development Grant 


£ 

- 12,804 
6,308 

698 

85,000 


Their Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess of 


Wales (Visit to India) .. 


Repayment to Civil Contingencies Fund 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 242; Noes, 117. 


Navy Estim 


9. 


the foll« 


pee a 
“1 So Cl fm Ce bo 


ee 
me OL © 


— 
oO 


ATES, 1905-6. 


20,000 
12.962 


£137,772” 


(Division List No. 328.) 


Resolved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £9,399,300, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3ist any of March, 1906, for Expenditure on 


ywing Navy § Servi ices, Viz. 


. Victualling and Clothing for the 


Medical Establishments and Ser 


. Martial Law, ete. 


Educational Services 


. Scientific Services 

. Royal Naval Reserves 
. Naval Armaments = 
. Miscellaneous Effective Services 

. Admiralty Office 

. Half-pay, Reserved, and Retires 
. Naval and Marine Pensions, 


passionate Allowances 


. Civil Pensions and Gratuities 


Navy" 
vic es 


| Pay 


(iratuities, 


and 


Song 


2,256,600 
277,500 
14,000 
161,900 
69,300 
420,600 
2,986,000 
454,000 
336,400 
800,900 
Com- 

1,233,900 
388,200 





£9,399,200 ” 
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10. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £15,082,100, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 


1906, for Expenditure on 


the following Army Services, including Army (Ordnance Factories), viz. :— 


£ 
2. Medical Establishment, Pay, ete. 482.000 
3. Militia: Pay, Bounty, ete. ; a 817,000 
4. Imperial Yeomanry: Pay and Miwimens es pas 438,000 


5. Volunteer Corps: Pay and Allowances 

6. Quarterings, Transport, and Remounts 

8. Ordnance ascii Establishments, 
Stores 

9. Armaments and Er ngineer - Stores 

10. Works and Buildings 


1,220,000 
os .. 2,190,006 
and General 
838,000 

2,489,000 

2,330,000 


11. Establishments for Military Educ ation 130,000 
12. Miscellaneous Effective Services a : 72,000 
13. War Office and Army Accounts De .partme nt ; 545,000 
14. Retired Pay, Half Pay, and other Non-E flective 

Charges for Office rs, ete. 1,677,000 


15. Pensions and other Non-Effee sive ( tharge ‘s for Ww arrant 


Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, “Men, and others 1,673,000 
16. Civil Superannuation, Compensation, Compassionate 


Allowances, and Gratuities 
Ordnance Factories 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 233; Noes, 111. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1905-6. 


181,000 
100 


£15,082, 100 ” 


(Division List No. 329.) 


11. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £12,005,475, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 


1906, for Expenditure in 


respect of the following Services included in the Estimates for Revenue 


Departments, viz.:— 


. Customs 

. Inland Revenue 

. Post Office aR ry 
. Post Office Packet Service 
5. Post Office Telegraphs 


He cob 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 104. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 


£ 
574,600 
1,406,000 
6,920,538 
531,790 
2,572,547 


£12,005,475 ” 


(Divisien List No, 330,) 
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Navy anp Army EXPENDITURE, 1903-4. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Whereas it appears by the Navy Appropriation Account for the year 


ended the 31st day of March, 1904, and the statement appended thereto, as 
follows, viz. :-- 


(a,) That the gross expenditure for certain Navy Services exceeded 
the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £272,038 9s. 7d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the schedule hereto appended ; while the 
gross expenditure for other Navy Services fell short of the estimate of 
such expenditure by a total sum of £174,087 14s. 2d., as shown in Column 
No. 2 of the said appended schedule, so that the gross actual expenditure 
for the whole of the Navy Services exceeded the gross estimated expendi- 
ture by the net sum of £97,950 15s. 5d. 


(b.) That the receipts in aid of certain grants for Navy Services fell 
short of the total estimated receipts by the sum of £5,310 9s. 8d., as 
shown in Column No, 3 of the said appended schedule, while the receipts 
in aid of other Navy Services exceeded the estimate of such receipts by 
a total sum of £121,284 10s. 2d., as shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
appended schedule, so that the total actual receipts in aid of the grants 
for Navy Services exceeded the total estimated receipts by the net sum 
of £115,974 Os. 6d. 


(c.) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants 
for Navy Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 


£ s. ad 

Total Surpluses de - Sr: me . .. 355,637 10 3 
Total Deficits 36 ai es ae Ne .. 291,604 5 9 
Net Surplus ” - a ne .. £18,023 6 1 


And whereas by a Vote of Parliament during the present session (House 


of Commons Paper, No. 265, of 1905) a further sum of £100 has been granted 
for the expenditure of the year 1903-4, and the appropriation of additional 
receipts in aid of such expenditure has been sanctioned to the amount of 
£97,850 15s. 5d. 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 


temporarily authorised the application of so much of the said total surpluses 
on certain grants for Navy Services as is necessary to cover the said total 
deficits on other grants for Navy Services, 


Page 
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Motion made, and Question proposed “* That the application of such 
sums be sanctioned.” 
Mr. Whitley (Halijar) re é : ae -. 1457 
Mr. Higham (Yorks, W.R., Sowerby) “i ‘ 1457 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridye) 1458 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Schedule, 
| 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 
: | be. 
: y Excesses of | Surpluses of Deficiencies | Surpluses 
Number of Navy Services, 1903-1904. Actual over Estimated of Actualas | of Actual as 
Vote. otes. | Estimated over Actual | compared with! compared with 
| Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
| Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
} 
| 1. 2. 3. 4. 
£ mm £# «ad & wea 8s. d. 
1 --| Wages, etc., of Officers, Seamen, & 
and Boys, Coastguard, and 
Royal Marines .. 43,638 16 5 e 163 
2 ..| Victualling and Clothing for 
the Navy . $2,112 2 7 i 11,180 16 11 
..| Medical “Establishments and - 
Services .. ora a 8,692 4 5 a €0l1 910 
4 «-| Martial Law ‘ ee ? 1,294 15 Lt 8411 8 
6 ..| Educational Services .. . 4,160 17 9 PS 940 0 0 
6 .-| Scientific Services a ‘ 654 5 3 + 31 7 7 
7 .| Royal Naval Reserves .. ee . 13,384 3 1 8,337 18 11 
8g -| Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
tenance, etc.: 
Sec. 1 Personnel oe ee .. 689 17 2 ee 
Sec.3 ..] Materiel oe ee — 715.13 4 “i ee 
Sec. 3 | Contract W ork. 2318 2 ‘se , 
9 .| Naval Armaments ‘ 94,281 12 4 
10 | Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad .. 66,029 18 3 o 
ll ..| Miscellaneous Effective Ser- 
vices ee ee 92,483 17 9 ee . 
12 Admiralty Office .. 3,477 8 9 aa ‘ 
B Hali-Pay, Reserved and Re- 
tired Pay ts 6,612 11 0 ae 704 0 0 
\¢ Naval and Marine Pensions, 
" Gratuities,and Cc ompassionate 
Allowances 4,590 19 11 oe 822 1 38 
15 ..| Civil Pensions and Gratuities 6,818 18 4 J 9011 7 
Amount written off as irre- 
coverable. ° oe ee 6,464 3 4 
i 272,038 9 7 | 174,087 14 2 5,310 9 8 | 121,28410 2 
Add Excess Vote oe ai 100 0 0 
272,038 9 7 174,187 14 2 | 5,310 9 8 | 121,284 16 3. 






































Net Deficit, £97,850 15 5 


ee... Surplus, £115, 974 0 ‘. 








Net Surplus ., £18,123 5 1 
ee 


Whereas it appears by the Army Appropriation Account for the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1904, as corrected in accordance with the 
Third Report of the Committee of Public Accounts of vias present session, 
and the statement appended thereto, as follows, viz. + 
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(a.) That the gross expenditure for certainArmy Services exceeded 
the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £742,114 16s. 1d., 
as shown in column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto appended ; while the 
gross expenditure for other Army Services fell short of the estimate of 
such expenditure by a total sum of £1,079,388 Os. 9d., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended Schedule ; so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the Army Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net sum of £337,273 4s. 8d. 


(6.) That the receipts in aid of certain Army Services fell short of 
the estimate of such receipts by a total sum of £405,336 Os. 2d., as shown 
in Column No. 3 of the said appended Schedule ; while the receipts in 
aid of other Army Services exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a 
total sum of £309,669 Is. 6d., as shown in column No. 4 of the said 
appended Schedule ; so that the total actual receipts in aid of the Grants 
for Army Services fell short of the total estimated receipts by the net 
sum of £95,666 18s. 8d. 


(c.) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants 
for Army Services and the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 


S «« @ 
Total Surpluses — - - - - : . - - 1,145,259 15 4 
Total Deficits - - - . - - - - 901,653 9 4 


Net Surplus £241,606 6 O 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge on 
Exchequer Grants for certain Army Services, of the whole of the sums 
received in excess of the estimated Appropriation-in- Aid, in respect of the 
same Services, and have also temporarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total supluses on certain grants for Army Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits on other Grants for Army Services. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the application of such sums 
be sanctioned.’”—(.Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Major Seely (Isle of Wight) at is ; ; 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- Foci. Belfast, WV .) 
Mr. Guest (Plymouth) a ks 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 


, Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) f 
Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) mere a = 

The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) ve - + oe w% oe 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 169; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 331.) 
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Number of Vote. 


| 


~ Cor 


IAN 


om 


Gross Expenditure. 


Appropriations-in-Aid. 








Works, Buildings, and Repairs: Cost, 

including Staff for Engiueer Services 
Establishments for Military Education 
Miscellaneous Effective Services ae 
War Office: Salaries and Miscellane- 

ous Charges a - i - 
Non-effective Charges for Officers, etc. 
Non-effective Charges for Men, ete, .. 
Superannuation, Compensation, and 

Compassionate Allowances .. se 
Jalances irrecoverable ., 








93,864 16 


53,918 17 3 


Excesses of Surpluses of | Deficienciesof | Surpluses of 
Army Services, 1908-1904. Actual over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
‘Totes. Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
1, 2. 3. 4. 
£2 os d & 8. d. £ 5s d & 8. d. 
Pay, etc., of Army (General Staff, Regi- 
ments, Reserve, and Departments) .. 180,560 0 0 32,546 17 4 
Medical Establishments: Pay, etc. 69,254 2 7 ie 28,109 15 0 
Militia : Pay, Bounty, ete. ne . me 183,430 8 4 1.100 11 10 
Imperial Yeomanry; Pay and Allow- 
ances a a a Pe a 64,367 12 7 135 2 6 
Volunteer Corps : Pay and Allowances aa 40,565 3 0 wa 1,465 13 5 
Transport and Remounts ca ¥4 318,972 19 3 eo 152,584 19 4 +“ 
Provisions, For age, and other Supplies oe 104,383 9 4 189,651 6 10 Pe 
Clothing Establishments, and Services 17,647 7 10 ; ma 78,317 15 4 
Warlike and other Stores : Supply and 
Repair “s 380,789 2 8 132,296 19 10 








ss 1 

és 1,576 13 11 4,715 19 5 td 
65,778 16 4 za ea 31,391 14 5 
18,848 0 10 2738 7 8 
141,930 10 0 . oF 4,031 4 7 

oe 17,754 9 0 4,452 0 5 

5,796 5 10 12 16 11 

109,682 19 3 
742,114 16 1 1,079,388 0 9] 405336 0 2] 300,669 1 6 











—_—— 


Net Surplus, £337,273 4 8 
_— 


Net Deficit, £95,666 18 8 





Net Surplus 


Resolutions to be reported this day. 


Ways AnD MEANS. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


.. £241,606 6 0 





1. Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, the 
sum of £1,445 17s. 4d. be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 


United Kingdom. 


2. Resolved, That. towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 


for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, the sum 
of £66,495,748 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.—( Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported this day. 


Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at half after One o’clock. 


Exp or TABLE OF ConTENTS TO VoL. CL. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 31st day of July, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 24th July, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have been complied 
with :—North-East London Railway. 


And also the Certificate that the 
‘ further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—Wigan Corporation. 


n Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
". 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
to 


Malvern Water Bill. Committee 


meet to-morrow. 


Dover HarbourBill[u.t.].. The Cuair- 
MAN OF ComMITTEE3 informed the House 
that the promoters do not intend to 


VOL. CL. [Fourt.: Sertes.] 








proceed further with the Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bill be not further proceeded 
with. 


Wigan Corporation Bill. Examiners’ 
Certificate of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing 
Orders Committee to-morrow. 

Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton 
Railway Bill. Read 3*, with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made: 
Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


Shropshire, Worcestershire, and Staf- 
fordshire Electric Power Bill; Cale- 
donian Railway Bill; North British 
Railway (General Powers) Bill; Rhondda 
Urban District Council Bill; Liverpool 
Corporation Bill. Read with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


2 
va, 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [#.L.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with an Amendment. 
The said Amendment to be considered 
to-morrow. 


A 
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Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [11.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. 


Paisley District Tramways Order Con- | 


firmation Bill [n.u.].; Glasgow Corpora- 
tion (Tramways Consolidation) Order 
Confirmation Bill [u.t.]. Read  3* 
(according to order) ; Amendments made ; 
Bills passed, and sent to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 


Return of evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended June 30th, 1905. 


TRADE. 

Annual Statement of the Trade of the 
United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 
and British Possessions, 1904, compared 
with the four preceding years. Volume 
Il. (Abstract and detailed tables of 
trade with each country and at each 
port); and miscellaneous tables. 


NORTH-WEST OF GANADA. 
Report to the Board of Trade on the 
North-West of Canada, with special 
reference to wheat production for export, 
by James Mavor, Professor of Political 
Economy in the University of Toronto, 
Canada. 


COLONIAL IMPORT DUTIES, 1905. 


Return relating to the rates of import 
duties levied upon the principal and 
other articles imported into the British 
Colonies, Possessions, and Protectorates. 


STATISTICS (COLONIES). 
Statistical Tables relating to British 
Colonies, Possessions, and Protectorates. 


Part XXVIII., 1903. 
SHIPPING CASUALTIES. 
Shipping casualties which occurred 


on or near the coasts, or in rivers and 
harbours, of the United Kingdom, from 


July Ist, 1903, to June 30th, 1904; and | 
judgment of the House. 


shipping casualties which occurred to 
British vessels elsewhere than on the 


coasts of the United Kingdom, and to | 
| of 


foreign vessels on or near the coasts, 


{LORDS} 


' same period, etc., ete. ; 
| appendices. 


adopt either of those courses. 





of the Government. 4 


with charts and 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 
The Unemployed Workmen Bill show- 
ing how the Bill would run if the Amend- 
ments of which Mr. Gerald Balfour has 
given notice were made in it. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


THE DEFEAT OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I wish 
to ask the roble Marquess the Leader of 
the House whether he has any statement 
to make as to the position of the Govern- 
ment after the vote in another place last 
week, 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANspowNneE): My Lords, I take it that 
the Question which the noble Earl has 
addressed to me means this: Do His 
Majesty’s Government, in consequence 
of the vote of the House of Commons on 
Thursday night, consider that it is their 
duty to advise His Majesty to dissolve 
Parliament, or do they think they are 
themselves called upon to place their 
resignation in his hands? I answer 
these Questions in the negative. We 
do not consider that there are any con- 
stitutional reasons for which we should 
We believe 
that the precedents, which are numerous, 
point entirely the other way, and that our 
resignation or the dissolution of Pavrlia- 
ment at the present moment would be 
attended by grave public inconvenience. 
We do not consider that the vote to which 
the noble Earl referred can be regarded 
as indicating the deliberate judgment 
of Parliament. The whole of the con- 
ditions under which that vote was taken, 
and the information which has reached 
us with regard to the circumstances in 
which that decision was arrived at, lead us 
to believe, on the contrary, that the vote 
was far from representing the deliberate 
We consider, 
moreover, that there is a very easy 
way of testing our interpretation and 
ascertaining whether the present 


or in rivers and harbours, of British | Government has or has not lost the 
Possessions abroad, reported during the | confidence of the House of Commons. 1 





of 
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believe that in the business of the other 
House is included a Motion that will give 
to that House ample opportunity for 
expressing itself in clear and unmis- 
takeable terms upon that broad issue. 
In these circumstances we propose to 
proceed with the remaining business of 
the session without reference to the in- 
cident to which the noble Earl has 
referred. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I hardly 
like to leave the words of the noble 
Marquess without some Answer. I con- 
ceive that the noble Marquess is not quite 
correct in saying that all precedents, or 
a great many precedents, are in favour 
of the course now proposed to be adopted 
by His Majesty’s Government. I could 
quote numerous precedents where votes 
of the House of Commons taken in an 
even less deliberate way than that taken 
last week have led immediately to dis- 
solution or resignation. If we refer to 
what passed last week we shall see that 
this was not a snap vote or one of in- 
considerable importance. His Majesty’s 
(fovernment had to withdraw from their 
intention of proceeding with a redistri- 
bution of seats owing to the decision of the 
Speaker ; that alone is an important fact. 
Upon that a meeting of the Party was 
held, and the followers of the Government 
were invoked to give their careful and 
constant support to the Government 
that they might not be taken at an 
unguarded moment. And yet on the 
very night of that meeting the Govern- 
ment had to keep the debate going by 
three or four speakers who were ready 
with their voices in order to avoid a 
division. 


On the next day there were unusually 
strong methods adopted for convening 
the Party for both afternoon and evening 
sittings; and yet the Government were 
defeated by three or four votes, a serious 
matter, as showing the opinion of the 
House of Commons. It is not right, 
I think, to say, considering all the 
circumstances of the session, that that 
division does not show that the House 
has not confidence in the present 
Government. By - elections in the 
country have gone steadily against the 
Government. It is well known that 
this Parliament was called together 


{24 Juny 1905} 
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on one particular cry—namely, the Boer 
War—and upon that the Government 
majority was returned. The noble Mar- 
quess says there will be an opportunit 

in another place this evening for the 
House to decide upon a vote of confidence 
upon the Motion of my right hon. friend- 
but perhaps the noble Marquess is not 
aware that this Motion was withdrawn 
in the other House in the sudden change 
of circumstances. That was a Motion 
to declare that before a Colonial Con- 
ference should be held there should 
be a dissolution of Parliament; but 
now circumstances have quite altered ; 
and we say that the dissolution should 
take place immediately, 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I do not think that the weighty 
remarks of my noble friend should 
be met once more with the resolute 
silence which appears to oppress the 
Treasury Bench when questions of their 
honour are under discussion. The Prime 
Minister has said, advisedly, he should 
not care to carry on the Government 
of this country unless he were able to 
do so with due regard to his dignity 
and that of his Government. If he is 
able now to conduct the affairs of the 
country with such dignity as he thinks 
is fitting, he will be in a very changed 
position from that which he has occupied 
during the whole of the session. This 
vote of censure will mark a new departure. 
Never has a Government undergone 
so much indignity, so much loss of all 
that personal weight which should be 
dear toevery Government of this country, 
as has been the fortune of His Majesty's 
present advisers. 


I do not contest for a moment that 
they are right in saying that it 
will be a matter of no difficulty to them to 
appeal to the House of Commons for a 
deliberate vote of confidence and to 
receive that vote. It has never been 
impossible at any period during the last 
two years, after many of the best of 
their Cabinet had left them, to obtain such 
a vote, and I presume it will not be 
difficult until this Parliament comes to 
an end. There is, however, something 
which is even more valuable than the 
confidence of Parliament, and that is the 
confidence of the country. You have 
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the confidence of this House, you have 
the mechanical confidence of the other 
House, because as between the votes of 
hon. Members in the other House and 
occasional expression of opinion and 
criticism there seems to be a pretty wide 
discrepancy. You have the confidence 
of 1,200 individuals within the walls of 
Parliament, half of them never subjecting 
themselves to election at all, and the 
other half elected under an issue false 
at the time, and which has absolutely 
ceased to have any effect or any foun- 
dation atthe present moment. But out- 
side the House the case is very different. 


My Lords, His Majesty’s Government | 


refuses to-night, as it has constantly 
refused before, to appeal to the sense 
of our fellow-countrymen—that is to say, 
to voluntarily appeal to the sense of their 
fellow-countrymen ; for in the course of 
the last two or three years they have 
been compelled involuntarily to take the 
opinion of their fellow-countrymen in 
various parts of the United Kingdom, and 
with one uniform result, which has never 
varied except in degree, that the reply 
has been invariably the utterance of want 
of confidence in His Majesty’s present 
advisers. What are the consequences ? 
One is temporary, another is permanent. 
The noble Marquess says there are many 
precedents for the course the Govern- 
ment propose to take and which guide 
the Government in their administration 
of the affairs of the country with dignity 
and honour without an appeal to the 
constituencies. You have these con- 
stitutional precedents, but it would be 
more gratifying to us if we had the oppor- 
tunity of examining these precedents upon 
which His Majesty’s Government rely. 


I am not here to dispute what has been 
done under the procedure of the House of 
Commons, and as the precedents have 
not been brought forward we cannot 
criticise them. But how is it as regards 
the spirit of the Constitution? It 
seems to me the Government by their 
action are straining the spirit of the 
Constitution, they are straining the 
very structure of the Constitution in 
a manner that threatens its foundations. 
Every day there is piled up in the 
country « feeling of animosity and 
distrust against the present Government, 
and every day that follows, while the 


The Eurl of Rosebery. 
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Government do not choose to take the 
sense of the country, will increase that 
feeling with compound interest; and 
if it be delayed—as it appears to the 
Government consistent with honour and 
dignity to delay the appeal to the 
country—if it be much longer delayed, 
who can tell what will be the result, 
how violent will be the reaction, and 
what kind of Party may be returned 
by a majority representing a feeling 
of revolt against what has taken place, 
a Party that may even have instincts 
which I will not further characterise ? 
I am glad to see noble Lords opposite 
smile, conscious of their honour and 
dignity. I wonder whether they will 
smile after the next election? But, 
at any rate, whether that be so or not, 
depend upon it, by refusing to dissolve 


| aiter a vote of the House of Commons— 


not so deliberate as a vote of censure, 
but sufficiently deliberate to characterise 
the opinion of the House of Commons— 
they are violently straining the spirit 
of the Constitution. That, I believe, 
to be a large issue, and it will come home 
to the mind of the nation in time. 


But there is another question I venture 
to urge—no doubt it has been canvassed 
in the councils of the Cabinet. What 
is the position they will occupy in the 
face of the Empire and the world, as 
representing, not the sense of the country, 
but of a Parliament elected five years 
ago? The noble Marquess said, with 
that unconscious humour of which he 
has an occasional flash even in the 
gravest deliberations, that the Govern- 
ment did not think it would be for the 
public convenience that they should 
resign. I do not think a change of 
Government is ever, in one sense, for 
the public convenience; but is it for 
the public convenience that they should 
continue? They are dealing with vast 
international issues. They have, I 
believe, hugged to themselves the solace 
that they alone are able to deal with 
them. Thatmay be. They may, indeed, 
be a collection of Solomons, of disregarded 
Solomons in their own country. But 
it is not a question of how the Govern- 
ment consider themselves, it is a question 
of what other Governments think of 
them; and when they are negotiating, 
and negotiating in the name of a country 
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which loses no opportunity of repudiating 


them with all the power of which it is | 
capable, they are negotiating on a weak | 


foundation, or rather on no foundation at 
all. | 

I may say that I have some personal | 
experience of that matter. I have) 
negotiated on behalf of a weak Govern- 
ment. I have known what it is to feel 
that while I was negotiating the Réntgen 
ray of diplomacy was looking through my 
poor body to the body of the Minister | 
whe was about to succeed me; and) 
I cannot flatter His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that in the belief of the country 
their disappearance will be the loss they 
credit it to be, and still less can I flatter 
their delusion that in the eyes of those | 
Governments with which they think 
they alone are competent to deal they 
represent the true feeling and the true 
sense or the true power of Great Britain. 
I am not going into further detail in this 
matter; I think, if I had time, or if this 
were the occasion, I could show cause 
why His Majesty’s Government is not 
peculiarly worthy of confidence in the 
matters in which they think themselves 
strongest ; but that is not my purpose 
to-night. Ihave only risen on the highest | 
and broadest public grounds to enter | 
my protest, not against their unwillingness 
to resign, for that has long been familiar | 
to us, but against their unwillingness to 
renew this Parliament and once more by | 
an appeal to the constituencies to put 
that fresh life and vigour into Parliament 
which must, after all, be the foundation, 
and the only foundation, of strong 
government in this country. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Tar LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatspury): My Lords, the noble 
Karl has given us some advice, and has | 
intimated that it will be much worse 
for us to delay our appeal to the country. 
He has suggested that as a matter of 
prudence we should invite an_ early 
opinion of our countrymen on our 
conduct. While expressing gratitude on 
behalf of my colleagues and myself to 
the noble Ear], I would say that, although 
I am aware that the noble Karl is very 
confident as to the wisdom which guides 
his views, he had better leave to us | 
the question of deciding what is prudent | 
and best for us. And in an even more | 
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| emphatic manner I would suggest to 


(on that subject ; 


|to observations 
‘for the preservation of our honour, 
| because we do not pursue the course 
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the noble Earl to leave to us the preserva- 
tion of our own honour, of which we 
think we are very much better judges 
than a partisan on the other side. 


It could not really be supposed that 


| we would take the noble Earl’s advice 


and it would have 
been better if the noble Earl, before 


| turning to topics of that sort, had been 
| better historically informed as to one 


or two examples which I will presently 
cite. It is not calculated to add either 
to the dignity or to the usefulness of our 
debates to suggest topics which can 


| only be offensive, and can only be in- 


tended to be offensive when you come 
about the necessity 


which, in a partisan view, it is thought 
we ought to pursue. This is a somewhat 
inconvenient period to engage in the 
discussion, because at this moment I 
believe the House of Commons is dis- 


cussing the same question, and, except 


on the presumption that the desire 
to make a speech about this question 
is overwhelming, it is a little premature 
to discuss it here. One would have 
thought the House of Commons was 


| the proper place to discuss this question, 


at all events in the first instance. 


With a degree of candour which I 
always attribute to the noble Ear] 
who leads the Opposition, it is suggested 
that perhaps the noble Marquess is 
not aware that a vote of want of confi- 
fidence, which stood for discussion in 
the House of Commons, has been taken 
off the Paper. Why is it withdrawn ? 
I should have thought that, if it was 
really believed that the division of 
Thursday night was not a snap division, 
they would have been eager to bring 
it forward in order to emphasise that 
point. But the last thing in the world 
they want to do is to take a vote, lest 


‘they should find that the majority of 
'three was only a colourable majority 


because some people had not come 
down to vote. Rumours have reached 
me that when there was a discussion 
in the House of Commons which it 
was feared would lead to a division, 
an hon. Member was howled down 
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because he was endeavouring to make 
some protest, and he was not allowed 
to speak, lest even upon that the vote 
should be reversed. 


What is the constitutional course ? 
If on a vote of want of confidence there 
had been a majority of three, although 
that is not a very decided indication 
of opinion, I could understand that on 
a trial of strength on a_ recognised 
battleground it would be undesirable 
for any Government to retain position 
and place. But what is the case here ? 
Did anybody suppose there was going 
to be such a division ? Everybody knew 
that there had been slack attendance. 
It was one of the topics of the Party 
meeting to which the noble Lord referred ; 
and the idea of its being a vote which 
would determine the fate of the Govern- 
ment I do not believe had occurred to 
anybody, except those who, in some way 
or another, were absent from the House 
of Commons until the division bell rang, 
and then from various quarters the 
great number of persons not supposed 
to be there were there in time for the 
division. In that sense it may indeed 
be called a snap division. I do not 
think it would be called anything else 
by any one who knew all the facts, 
who knew that it was manifestly intended 
to be a surprise, one of those Party 
expedients which people have a right 
to adopt. To treat a small triumph, 
due to thus taking advantage of your 
opponents being away, as a high con- 
stitutional question is an exaggeration 
manifest from the mere statement of it 


Coming to precedents I am sorry to 
say I can myself remember Lord John 
Russell being defeated in May, 1841, 
by a majority of thirty-six upon the 
sugar duties; and although it was part 
of his Budget Resolution he declined 
to go out, and did not go out until June 


on a vote of want of confidence proposed | 


by Sir Robert Peel. If the noble Earl 
will turn to the debate of June 4th of that 
year and read Lord John Russell’s 
long historical account of the mode in 
which those things happened and _ his 
protest against the idea that even upon a 
Government Bill a Government must 
needs go out because they are defeated, 
he will, on the next occasion that he 
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idea of the constitutional theory. I 
might also refer to a vote concerning 
an allowance to Prince Albert when a 
Liberal Government were defeated by 
a majority of over 100; but, coming 
to more modern instances, in 1859 Lord 
Palmerston was more than once defeated, 
and in 1868 Mr. Gladstone was defeated 
nine times, without resignation. 


But the noble Earl says you must not 
only consider the question of being 
defeated, but consider the question of 
by-elections. There is the awful spot 
which shows how wicked you have been 
and how abominable it is for you not to 
resign ; but let me remind the noble Earl 
that from 1871 to 1873 there were 
twenty-three by-elections in which the 
Liberals were defeated, and Mr. Glad- 
stone’s Government did not think it 
then necessary to resign. If some 
wicked Tories had then come down to 
this House and talked about honour 
and prudence and all the rest, I wonder 
what would have been said on the other 
side. No, I do not wonder at all! 
I know the noble Earl, if he had been 
there, would have got up and said it 
was one of those things which might 
happen to any Government from time 
to time, that they were coming to the 
end of their tether, and that it did not 
much matter, only he would have said 
this in more flowery language than I can 
use, 


This vote was obtained by the skill 
and acuteness, in a great measure, of 
the Members of the Irish Party. Perhaps 
the noble Earl will go on and teil your 
Lordships whom His Majesty ought to 
sendfor. If I were asked as an impartial 
spectator, I would say that Mr. Redmond 
should be sent for at the present moment. 
But there might be difficulties about 
that, for if Mr. Redmond were sent for 
the question of Home Rule would arise, 
and, if it did, I will not conjecture what 
would happen at the happy meetings 
of those who would have to settle it. 
I protest against this sort of extempore 
debate, and I am sorry the noble Karl 
has thought it necessary to speak. 
I think it would have been better had 
the noble Farl left the matter in the 
hands of the Leader of the Opposition 
rather than have entered into this sort 


addresses your Lordships, have a better | of combative detate, 
The Earl of Halsbury. 
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13 Redistribution. 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | 


I do not think the noble and learned 
Earl on the Woolsack has sufficiently 
answered the criticisms of my two noble 
friends by simply scolding them for the 
action they have taken. To scold is 
no argument. The noble and learned 
Earl says that the Government themselves 
are the best judges of their honour 
and dignity. Well, undoubtedly they 
should be. But the honour and dignity 
of the British Government are the affair 
of the whole nation. They cannot assume 
the care of their own honour and dignity ; 
they must leave that in the hands of the 
nation at large as represented at the 
polls. The noble and learned Earl 
quoted the period of 1871-1873, when the 
Government would not resign after having 
been beaten in twenty-three by-elections. 
I think the result of the election of 
1874 was a pretty good proof that 
that Government was very wrong in 
the course it took, and I do not think 
the present Government can take a 
better example than the fate which 
befel that Government. 


The noble and learned Earl declares 
that the division of last Thursday was 
a snap division. I claim to know 
something about snap divisions in the 
House of Commons, and, in my view, 
if ever a division was deliberately taken 
after all Parties in the House had been 
fully warned, it was the division of 
Thursday night. On the Tuesday the 
Government held a meeting of their 
Party. The meeting was supposed to 
be called in order to inform the Party 
of the reasons for the withdrawal 
of the Redistribution Resolutions. All 
they were told was that they were 
to be in the House regularly at 
half-past two, to stay there continu- 
ously, and to vote like men. Well, 
my Lords, what happened? A _ whip 
was sent out by the Chief Whip 
of the Party in which it was stated 
that Thursday night was likely to be 
a lively one, and that the Liberal Members 
had withdrawn their pairs. What ground | 
he had for making that statement I 
know not, but I believe it not to be: 
the fact. But in spite of the warnings’ 
and exhortations addressed to them 
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the Tory Members did not come down 
to the House. Surely that was ample 
proof that they were not very anxious 
to support the Government. I contend 
that it is impossible to treat this incident 
in the light way in which His Majesty’s 
Government have treated it. I protest 
against it being treated in sucha manner, 
and I can assure the noble and learned 
farl that the country will agree with 
me in the view I take. 


Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, it 
is not as a politician but as an historical 
student that I venture to say a few 
words before this debate concludes. 
I wish to call the attention of the House 
to a precedent which has not been 
quoted in this House or in the other 
House of Parliament, but which is, 
I think, an important one. In doing 
so I wish to say that my own feeling 
is that His Majesty’s Government would 
have consulted their own honour and 
the interests of their Party better by 
resigning than by adhering to office ; 
but that is their affair, and the precedent 
which I wish to quote I am bound in 
honour as an historical student to say 
is entirely in theirfavour. On June Ith, 
1844, Sir Robert Peel, the then Prime 
Minister, was defeated by a majority 
of twenty in the House of Commons, 
not on an unimportant Vote, but on the 
question of the sugar duties. Did Sir 
Robert Peel resign? No. Did he dis- 
solve Parliament? No. What he did 
was this. On June 17th he induced 
the House of Commons to reverse the 
vote which it had come to on the 
14th. I think the precedent is one 
which should not be lost sight of when 
the question is being considered; but 
I am not to be held, on the strength 
of that precedent, to agree that I think 
His Majesty’s Government have acted 
wisely or discreetly in the course which 
they have taken. 


REDISTRIBUTION. 
Moved, ‘‘ That a Return be prepared 
showing the estimated population on 
January Ist, 1905, of the county divisions 
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and boroughs proposed to be disfranchised 
by the scheme of Redistribution,”— 
(The Duke of Rutland.) 


Private 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, we are quite ready to give the 
noble Duke the information he desires ; 
but I have to suggest to him that he 
should slightly alter the wording of 
his Motion: He has moved for a 
Return showing the estimated population 
of the county divisions and boroughs 
proposed to be disfranchised by the 
scheme of Redistribution. No county 
divisions will be disfranchised under 
the scheme, though some counties will 
lose one or two Members, and will have, 
accordingly, to be redivided. Therefore, 
if the noble Duke will move for his Return 
in the following form we shall be glad 
to give it to him :—(1) Estimated popula- 
tion of counties which will lose one or 
more Members. (2) Boroughs to be 
disfranchised: 


Tae Duke or RUTLAND: I assent 
to the suggested alteration and move my 
Motion in that form. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
I should like to ask the noble Marquess 
whether it would be convenient to 
include in the Return the estimated 
population of places which will gain 
Members as well as of those which will 
lose. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
If the noble Lord will give me in writing 
the Return as he would like to have it, 
I will consider whether we can grant it. 


On Question, Motion, as amended, 
agreed to; and ordered accordingly. 


SHTPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENGE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), with 

the Amendment, and passed, and_ re- 
turned to the Commons. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Five o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half past ten o'clock. 


{COMMONS} 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr, Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First. 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicabie thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :--Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No, 9) Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


Dublin United Tramways Bill; Mid- 
land Railway Bill; Skegness Water Bill; 
Woolwich Borough Council Bill. Lords 
Amendments to be considered To-morrow. 


Llandrindol Wells Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; Matlock Bath 
Improvement Bill [Lords]; Metropoli- 
tan Electric Supply Company (Acton 
District) Bill [Lords]; Sheffield Unive:- 
sity Bill [Lords]; South Lancashire 
Tramways bill [Lords]. To be read the 
third time To-morrow, 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords]; 
Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]; County of 
London Electric Supply Company Bill 
{Lords}; Humber Conservancy Bill 
[Lords]; Southport, Birkdale, and West 
Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lords]. 
As amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill 
[Lords]. To be read a second time 
To-morrow. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill (by Order) ; Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway Bill (by Order) ; 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill 
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(by Order); London and North Western 
Railway Bill (by Order) ; Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways Bill (by Order). 
Consideration of Lords Amendments 
deferred till To-morrow. 


Formby Township Bill [Lords] (by 
Order); Workington Harbour and Dock 
pill [Lords] (by Order). Third Reading 
deferred till To-morrow. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords] (by Order). Consideration, 
as amended, deferred till To-morrow. 


London Building Acts (Amendment) 

Bill (by Order), Consideration, as 
amended, deferred till Wednesday 
(Evening Sitting). 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric 
Lighting) Bill [Lords] (by Order), Con- 
sideration, as amended, deferred till 
To-morrow. 


Channel Ferry Railway and Quay Bill, 
Order [February 20th], that the Channel 
Ferry Railway and Quay Bill be read a 
second time, read, and discharged. Bill 
withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


—_— — 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Order (No. 16) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 17) Bill; Inverness Gas and 
Water Provisional Order Bill; Port 
Glasgow Improvement Provisional Order 
Bill; Great Northern Railway (Ireland) 
Bill, without Amendment, 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill; Bootle 
Corporation Bill; London Gas Bill; 
Great Northern, Piceadilly, and 
srompton Railway (No. 1) Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendments to—Gas Orders Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; 
Southend and Colchester Light Railways 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
«An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
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(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Esk 
Valley Power Gas. [Esk Valley Power- 
(tas Order Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, @ Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to con- 
firm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Stonehaven 
Harbour. [Stonehaven Harbour Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 
Priyate Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Edinburgh 
Corporation.” [Edinburgh Corporation 
Order (Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Tram- 
ways Act, 1870, relating to Colchester 
Corporation Tramways, King’s Norton 
and Northfield Urban District Counc’ 
Tramway, Luton Corporation Tramways, 
Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways 
(Amendment), and Southampton Corpora- 
tion Tramways.” [Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow Corpora- 
tion.” [Glasgow Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords.} 


And; also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
for increasing the capital of the South 
Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke 
Company, Limited, by the creation of 
paid-up shares, and providing for the 
issue thereof to the shareholders and 
for other purposes.” [South Barracas 
(Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company, 
Limited, Bill [Lords.] 


Esk Valley Power-Gas Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; 
and, under Section 7 of The Private 
Legislation Procelure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, ordered to be considered upon 
Wednesday. 


Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
and, under Section 7 of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
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1899, ordered to be considered upon 
Wednesday. 


Returns, 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
and, under Section 7 of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, ordered to be considered upon 
Wednesday. 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; 
and, under Sections 8 and 9 of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, ordered to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, and to be 
printed, [Bill 282.] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 283.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of Evictions 
in {Ireland for the quarter ended June 
30th, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LAND JUDGE’S COURT (IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative 
fordered July 17ih; Mr. 7. W. Russell]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 256.] 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 

Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
of the Trade of the United Kingdom 
with Foreign Countries and _ British 
Possessions for 1904. Volume II. [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL IMPORT DUTIES, 1905. 


Copy presented, of Return relating 
to the Rates of Import Duties levied upon 
the principal and other Articles imported 
into British Colonies, Possessions, and 
Protectorates [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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Reports, &¢. 

NORTH-WEST OF GANADA. 

Copy presented, of Report to the 
Board of Trade on the North-West of 
Canada, with special reference to Wheat 
Production for Export, by James Mavor, 
Professor of Political Economy in the 
University of Toronto, Canada, 1994 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL STATISTICS. 


| Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
| relating to British Colonies, Possessions, 
'and Protectorates. Part XXVIII. for 
the year 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 





TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
| Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
| 3444 and 3453 [by Command]; to lie 
| upon the Table, 


| 

| TREATY SERIES (No, 19, 1905). 

| Copy presented, of Agreement between 
‘the United Kingdom and the Nether- 
lands providing for the Settlement by 
| Arbitration of certain Classes of 
| Questions which may arise between the 
| two Governments. Signed at London, 
February 15th, 1905 [Ratifications ex- 
|changed at London, July 12th, 1905] [by 
| Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


| 

| 

| CIVIL SERVICES ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 

| Copy presented, of Revised Estimate, 
Class 7, Vote 4 (Ireland Development 
| Grant) [by Command]; referred to the 
| Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 
| [No. 257.] 

| LAND REGISTRY. 

| Account presented, of Receipts and 
| Payments in respect of the Land Registry 
for the year ended March 31st, 1505 [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. [No, 258.] 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTIGE AND COURT 
OF APPEAL, ETC. 

Copy presented, of Account showing 
the Receipts and Expenditure in respect 
| of the High Court of Justice and the 
| Court of Appeal during the year ended 
March 31st, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table, and to be printed. [No. 259.] 
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21 Questions, 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Inspection of Turbary Trust Deed of the 
King-Harman Estate. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners can explain why no clause was 
inserted in the trust deed for turbary 
trustees on the King-Harman Estate 
providing that the deed should be open 
at all reasonable times for inspection by 
the tenants interested and their legal 
advisers and representatives; who was 
responsible for this omission; and 
whether, in similar turbary trust deeds 
in future, an omission of this nature will 
be provided against by the officia!s of 
the Land Commission. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Jands vested in the turbary trustees will, 
in due course, be registered under the 
Local Registration of Title (Ireland) 
Act, 1891, and the conditions under 
which the lands are held by the trustees 
will be set out on the register in the 
oflice of the Clerk of the Crown and 
Peace, and also on the register in the 
Central Office in Dublin, which registers 
can be inspected at a nominal charge 
(1s.) by any person interested. The 
scheme was prepared by the Estates 
Commissioners, and approved by the 
Lord-Lieutenant under Section 20 of the 
Irish Land Act, 1903, and is lodged in 
the Record Department of the Irish 
Land Commission, where also it can be 
inspected by any interested party, or 
copies can, on application to the Land 
Commission, be obtained on payment 
of the usual scrivenery charges. In 
these circumstances, it was not con- 
sidered necessary to insert any clause to 
the effect suggested, 


Conditions of Building Grant to Kilmeedy 
(County Limerick) Schools. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland by what authority 
or under what rule did the officials of 
the Board of National Education in 
Ireland impose in April and in June, 
1904, as a condition for making a 
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building grant to the manager of the 
schools at Kilmeedy, county of Limerick, 
that he should transfer the infant boys 
to the girls’ school, and agree to the 
amalgamation of the schools if at any 
time the average in either of them fell 
below fifty; and will the grant be still 
refused in case the manager again applies 
for it. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Under 
Rule 191 (a) of the Code of 1905, which is 
in the same terms as Rule 67 (a) of the 
preceding Code of 1903, the Commis- 
sioners, before making a grant towards 
building a schoolhouse, must be satis- 
fied that a necessity exists for the 
proposed school. They were not Satis- 
fied that a necessity existed for the class 
of school for which the manager of the 
existing Kilmeedy Schools sought a 
building grant, and hence the imposition 
of the condition referred to in the 
Question. The principles involved 
in this condition had long been re- 
cognised by the Commissioners, who 
were fortified in their conclusions by the 
general consensus of expert educational 
opinion, including Mr. Dale’s Report on 
Primary Education. These principles 
have since been embodied in the Com- 
missiorers’ Code of Rules, The Com- 
missioners are still prepared to consider 
an application for a building grant 
subject to the condition already com- 
municated to the manager. 


King's Birthday as a Holiday for Manipu- 
lative Staff of the Post Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, seeing that the clerical staff of 
the Post Office were allowed a holiday 
on the King’s birthday, he will say 
whether the manipulative staff will be 
given a day in lieu thereof, or a day’s 
pay; and, if not, what is the reason for 
this difference of treatment. 


(Answered by Lord S‘an/ey.) The con- 
ditions of service which apply to the 
manipulative staff necessarily differ in 
many respects from those which apply 
to the clerical staff. I see no suflicient 
reason for altering the existing practice 


as regards holidays. 
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Contracts for Telegraph and Telephone 
Plant given to British and Foreign Firms. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Post- 


Questions. 


master-General if he will state the value’ 
the contracts for telegraph and. 


of 
telephone plant respectively given to 
British and foreign firms respectively 


for each year during the last three 


years, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
unable to divide the amounts between 
telegraph and telephone plant, as many 
articles are used in connection with both. 
The value of the contracts given to 
British and foreign firms respectively 


during the last three years was as. 


follows :— 
British. Foreign. 
£ £ 
1902-3 757,814 92,740 
1905-4 669,985 76,883 
1904-5 729,187 . 228,461 


The orders given to foreign firms 


included respectively £83,676, £69,802, | 


and £220,054 for telephone apparatus, 


mostly required for equipping exchanges | 


worked on the central battery system, 
for which the principal patents are held 
by foreign firms, 


Plucky Conduct of a Postman at Kendal. 
Carrain BAGOT (Westmoreland, 


Kendal): To ask the Postmaster-General 


whether he has received from the West- 
moreland Farmers’ Club, Kendal, 


through their chairman, a communication | 


respecting a postman who recently when 
on duty saved the life of a man who was | 
attacked by a bull; and, if so, will he 
say what action he proposes to take. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
received a communication on the subject 
from the chairman of the Kendal 
Chamber of Agriculture. The postman 
had already been commended for his 
plucky conduct on the occasion in) 
question, and the case had been recorded | 
in his favour. 


Postal Deliveries at Staveley, near 
Kendal. 


Caprain BAGOT: To ask the Post- | 
master-General whether he can now! 
state if any improvement can be made ! 
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in the delivery of letters at Staveley, 


Questions. 


near Kendal, where some houses only 
get two deliveries a week, and other 
houses get letters too late in the morning 
for business purp ses. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) As there 
was some doubt in this case whether 
any improvement in the post was justi- 
fied, it was considered necessary to 
count the letters for the places con- 
cerned for a somewhat prolonged period. 
That period is now drawing to a close, 
and I hope shortly to be ina position to 
decide the matter. 


Applications for ——_ under the Aliens 
ct. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if, 
in making appointments under the 
Aliens Act, he will take into favourable 
consideration application from officers of 
the Colonial Department who have had 
long experience in tactful administra- 
tion. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) All applications for posts 
which may be created under the Aliens 
Bill will be carefully considered, and 
the possession by the applicants of tact 
or other qualifications for appointment 
will be given all due weight. 


Sales on the Earl of Shaftesbury’s Antrim 
Estate. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland is he aware that re- 
cently the agent of the Ear] of Shaftes- 
bury offered to sell, under the Land 
Act, 1603, to a second-term judicial 
tenant, Mr. David L. Wilson, of North- 
Kast Division, Carrickfergus, county 
Antrim, an agricultural holding of four 
acres at twenty-seven and three-quarter 
years purchase, the tenant to pay in 
addition £45 in cash; and that, on the 
tenant refusing these terms and offering 
to buy within the zones on terms 
similar to those granted to the other 

| Shaftesbury tenants in the same divi- 

'sion, the holding was sold to a neigh- 
bouring Jandlord; and, in view of the 
‘fact that purchase agreements having 
‘ been signed previously for all the other 
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lands in this division, has a precedent 
been formed to govern cases of this kind ; 
is the bonus payable on estates under 
such circumstances where all the lands are 
not sold by the original vendors to the 
occupying tenants at the time the 
estates are under negotiation; and will 
he state what rules or regulations he will 
adopt t» cover cases of this nature when 
such lands have come within the sphere 
of the Kstates Commissioners. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) An | 
originating application in respect of the | 
sale of portion of the estate of the Earl of 
Shaftesbury has been lodged with the | 
{states Commissioners, who have agreed | 
to declare portion of the lands comprised 
therein to be an “estate.” The holding 
of Mr. David Wilson is not in the 
neighbourhood of the portion so declared. 
If application is made that the portion 
of the property in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of Mr. D. Wilson’s holding be 
declared an “ estate,” the Commissioners 
will consider the circumstances alleged 
in the Question. 





Grant to Patrick Cooney on the Leslie 
Estate, Drumbinis (County Cavan). 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Patrick Cooney, Drumbinis, county 
Cavan, a reinstated tenant on the Leslie 
state, has made application to the Com- 
missioners twelve months ago for a grant 
to make his house habitable; and will 
he say whether the Commissioners have 
received the application and will entertain 
it favourably. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
estate is about to be inspected, and 
Cooney’s application for assistance will 
at the same time be inquired into. 


Head-Dress of North of Ireland Imperial 
Yeomanry. 


Mr. SLOAN: ‘Toask the Secretary of 
State for War is he aware that complaints 
have been made by members of the North 
of Ireland Imperial Yeomanry as to the 
helmet provided by the authcrities, as a 
resu't of the use of which many of the 
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men were overcome by the heat and 


Questions. 26 


fainted while on parade; and will he 
say under the circumstances what action, 
if any, do the authorities intend to take 
to remedy this, 


i 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No complaints have been re- 
ceived regarding the pattern of head- 
dress worn by the North of Ireland 
Imperial Yeomanry. The head-dress of 
this corps is of a special pattern 
selected by the corps itself on its 
formation in 1903. Yeomanry units 


| arrange their own supplies of clothing 


after the selected patterns have been 
approved by the War Office. 


Delay in Payment of Army Ordnance 
Workmen at Island Bridge, Dublin. 
Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secretary 

of State for War if he is aware that 
the paymaster of the Army Ordnance 
employees at Island Bridge, Dublin, 
delayed the workmen 1} hours for their 
pay on Saturday, Ist July, 1905; that the 
men were in no way compensated for 
the time they lost; and whether, seeing 
that the paymaster is an officer receiving 
over £1 a day, and supposed to have 
superior qualifications, and that the 
duties of paymaster are usually performed 
by officers of inferior rank and pay 
without a hitch, steps will be taken 
to obviate these delays in future; and 
whether the officer at fault will be called 
on to pay the overtime due to the 
workmen out of his own pocket, as the 
overtime was in no way due to the 
public service; and will he say what 
service has the officer referred to in 
the Army Ordnance Department. 


‘Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Owing to the illness of the 
officer usually performing the pay duties 
at Is'and Bridge, there was some delay in 
commencing and completing the payment 
of the employees referred to. Such a 
delay is quite unusual and was due to 
exceptional circumstances, and there is 
no likelihood of a recurrence. The rule 
is that workmen of the Army Ordnance 
Department are paid in their own 
time, and the question of overtime 
pay docs not, theref-re, arise. 


€ 











27 Que tions. {COM 
Days Occupied in Discussion of Supply. 

Str FREDERICK MILNER (Notting- 
hamshire, Bassetlaw): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
State the number of counting days, 
and the number of days or parts of 


Questions. 
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days which were not counting days, 
which have been occupied in the dis- 
cussion of Supply in the present 
session, 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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Number of allotted days, fifteen.| whether he is aware that a parcel, ad- 


Number of days, or parts of days, 
which were not ‘counting days occupied 
in the discussion of Supply, eighteen. 


Parcels Addressed in Irish. 
Me. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 


W.): 


To ask the Postmaster-General 


dressed in Irish by Mr. Cahill, chemist, 
Dublin, was refused at the General Post 
Office, Dublin, on 9th May, though 
letters with the same address had previ- 
ously been safely delivered ; whether the 
postmaster, Drumcondra Road. Dublin, 
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received the same parcel the following 
morning, and had it safely delivered to 
its destination; and whether this post- 
master has since been censured for re- 
ceiving this parcel, and thus acting 
against his instructions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
aware of the case to which the hon. 
Member refers. It has been found 
necessary to make a regulation that a 
parcel addressed in Irish shall not be 
accepted unless a translation of the ad- 
dress can be added in English. Neither 
the person who took Mr. Cahill’s parcel 
to the chief office in Dublin nor the 
officer to whom it was tendered was 
able to add a translation, and it was 
therefore correctly refused. The officer 
who afterwards accepted it at the Drum- 
condra Road Office was unable to add 
the translation, but he assumed that 
this would be done at the chief office. 
He did not act in accordance with his 
instructions, and his attention has been 
called to the matter. 


Loan to Mr. Van Rensberg by Transvaal 
Government. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, | 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state 
wheiher it is a usual course for the 
Government of the Transvaal to lend 
money on mortgage to private indi- 
viduals ; and, if so, whether the practice 
has his sanction; or, if the loan to Mr. 
Van Rensberg was exceptional, why the 
privilege was granted in his case. 


(Answered by Mr. Sveretary Lyttelton.) 
I understand that no difference was 
made between the treatment accorded to 
Mr. Van Rensberg and that accorded to 
any other borrower. It has, I under- 
stand, always been the practice for the 
Transvaal Government to lend funds at 
its disposal on mortgage on land. The 
question of the investment of these funds 
has not been submitted for my sanction, 
nor, having regard to the principle fre- 
quently stated in this House, do I think 
it necessary that the investment of funds 
temporarily at the disposal of the Trans- 
vaal Government should be controlled 
from here. 
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Employment - Colonial Officers In- 
valided Home. 
Mer. CATHCART WASON: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
his attention has been drawn to the case 
of colonial officers whose health prevents 
their return to the climates in which 
their health has suffered; and if he will 
endeavour to procure them employment 
in other and different climates. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Such cases are frequently under the con- 
sideration of the Colonial Office, and it is 
the invariable practice to endeavour to 
meet them, so far as circumstances will 
allow, in the manner suggested by the 
hon. Member. 


Mosquito-Proof Sleeping Rooms for 
Government Employees in West Africa. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can now state what steps have been 
taken to provide mosquito-proof sleeping 
rooms for railway and other employees 
in our West African Settlements. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
| IT have been in correspondence with the 
| Governors of West African territories on 
this subject. Mosquito-proof rooms are 
provided in the quarters of the railway 
officia's in Lagos; but I may cbserve 
that there is no established consent as to 
the advantage of the use of such rooms 
over that of mosquito nets, which are 
provided for all employees on the rail- 
ways in Lagos and on the Gold Coast. 


Police Evidence at Glasgow. 
Me. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): To ask the Lord - Advocate 
whether his attention has been called 


to a case heard in the St. Rollox 
Police Court, Glasgow, on Thursday, 


I3th July, 1905, in which one Joseph 
Campbell was charged with riotous and 
disorderly behaviour, and in which the 
evidence of the policemen who arrested 
him was so contradictory that the 
magistrate, Bailie Scott, did not think 
it necessary to hear the defence further 
and dismiss:d the case, declaring the 
charge not proven; and will he siy 
whether any official action has been 
taken in connection with the policemen 











3l Questions. 


concerned with this case; and, if so, 
of what nature; and if it is ; roposed 
to order an inquiry into the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Tam 
informed that there were some contra- 
dictions in the evidence of the constables. 
Seven witnesses were examined for the 
defence, who stated that Campbell was 
not disorderly, and that one of the 
constables assaulted Campbell, his wife, 
and his daughter. There were other 
witnesses for the defence, but the magis- 
trate said he did not wish to hear them, 
and found the charge “not proven.” 
The complaints against the constable 
of assaulting Campbell, his wife, and 
his daughter have been taken up by 
the Procurator-Fiscal, and will be dealt 
with in due course. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Lord-Advocate whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that in two 
cases in which charges of using profane 
language were brought by policemen in 
the Glasgow Courts last week, the 
magistrates disallowed the evidence ten- 
dered on behalf of the prosecution; and 
that in one of the cases the police 
inspector stated that no particulars of 
the language comp!a ned of were entered 
in the charge sheet; and whether, in 
view of the fact that in Glasgow per- 
sons who incur the enmity of the police 
may be arrested at any time on a 
charge of using profane language, and 
in view of the indignation that exists 
in Glasgow at the conduct of the police, 
he will consider the desirability of 
taking steps to deal with the alleged 
grievance. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
two cases referred to are those reported 
on in reply to the hon. Member’s two 
other Questions. Regarding the state- 
ment of the police inspector that 
no particulars of the language com- 
plained of were entered in the 
charge sheet, under instructions from 
the Procurator - Fiscal the  particu- 
lar words used in obscene language 
cascs are not ins:rted in the charge 
sheet, but if, when the case is before 
the Court, the defence demands further 
specification, the words complained of 
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are added with the consent of the 
magistrates, 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Lord-Advocate whether his attention has 
been called to a case heard at the Police 
Court, Glasgow, on the 10th July, 1905, 
in which a girl was charged with using 
obscene language on the previous Satur- 
day night; whether he is aware that 
two constables spoke to the nature of 
the language used by the girl, who 
denied the charge and stated that at 
the time alleged she was in the company 
of another girl and two constables, and 
that the action was then concluded; 
and whether any action will be taken 
in the case of the constables responsible 
for the original charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 
have inquired into the matter, and on 
the information supplied to me there is 
no ground for taking any action in the 
case of the constables referred to. 


Recommendations of Departmental Com- 
mittee on the Sea Fisheries of Suther- 
land and Caithness. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH = (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Lord-Advocate what 
steps the Government intend to take in 
view of the conclus on arrived at by the 
Departmental Committee on the Sea 
Fisheries of Sutherland and Caithness, 
that more vigorous efforts sl.ould be 
made to prevent the infringement of the 
by-laws by trawlers operating in the 


Moray Firth. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Fishery Board at present make the best 
use of the fleet at their disposal, and un- 
till more funds have accumulated they 
cannot arrange to purchase other cruisers. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: ‘To ask the 
Lord-Advocate, in view of the recommen- 
dations of the Departmeital Committee 
on the Sea Fisheries of Sutherland and 
Caithness, what steps are intended to be 
tuken to establish motor — services 
between John o’ Grosts and Wick, 
between Huna and Thurso, and between 
Tongue and Thurso and the other places 
mentioned in the Report. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Pro- 
posals for assistance in establishing 
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motor services designed to develop fishing 
or other trade in congested districts where 
existing means of communication are 
insufficient will be favourably considered 
by the Congested Districts Board. 


Closing of Pentland Firth to Trawlers. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Lord-Advocate if he will take the 
necessary steps for securing from the 
signatories to the North Sea Convention 
an agreement to the closing of the 
Pentland Firth to trawlers. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) This 
Question is one which should be addressed 
to the Secretary of State for Forcign 
Affairs, 


Loans for Haddock Curers in Sutherland 
and Caithness. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Lord-Advccate what steps the Govern- 
ment intends to take, in view of the 
recommendation of the Departmental 
Committee on the Sea Fisheries of 
Sutherland and Caithness, that applica- 
tions for loans should be invited from 
persons willing to undertake the business 
of haddock curing in these counties. 


(Answered by Mr, Scott Dickson.) The 
Congested Districts Board has agreed to 
give assistance in carrying out the policy 
referred to by the hon. Member, and the 
Secretary for Scotland has asked the 
Fishery Board to advise as to places 
where curing stations may best be placed. 


Ruins of St. Paul’s Monastery, Jarrow. 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): To 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether his Department has 
undertaken the custody of the monastic 
buildings of St. Paul’s Church, Jarrow; 
and, if so, whether this arrangement has 
been approved by the Bishop of the 
diocese or the patrons of the benefice ; 
and whether any steps have been taken 
to ascertain the feelings of the inhabitants 
of the parish on the matter. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarrcs.) The 
tector of Jarrow-cn-Tyne has expressed 
&@ wish to place the ruins of the Monastery 
of St. Paul’s, Jarrow, under the care of 
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the Commissioners of His Majesty’s 
Works under the provisions of tha 
Ancient Monuments Acts. The Com. 
missioners have intimated to the rector 
their willingness to accept this charge 
prov:ded all requis:te legal formalities are 
fulfilled. No communication has been 
received on the subject from the Bishop 
of the diocese; but Lord Northbourne, 
as a patron of the benefice, has wr tten to 
inquire by what authority it is proposed 
to make this transfer. ‘The town council 
have expressed their approval of the 
proposed transfer, which, it should be 
observed, is one which concerns the 
maintenance and guardianship only, not 
the freehold. 


Local Education Authorities and School 
Teachers’ Houses attached to Volun- 
tary Schools. 

Mr. TALBOT: To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether he is 
aware that difficulties have been occa- 
sioned to man gers and trustees of 
voluntary chools in cases where there is 
a teacher’s house attached to the school 
for which the local education authorities 
refuse to pay any rent, while the trust 
deeds do not permit the house to be used 
for any other purpose than a teacher’s 
residence; and whether the Board of 
Education propose to take any action in 
such cases, 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
local authority is under no obligation to 
use the teacher’s house where a teacher’s 
house forms part of the school premi:es. 
Where under the trust ded the house 
can be used for no other purpose it is 
open to the trustees to apply to the 
Board for a scheme providing for such 
use of the house as may scrve the general 
purposes of the school. 


Tea Interval for Postmen in the West 
Central District Office. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether arrangements can be made for 
granting the postmen at the West Central 
District Office a tea interval of a few 
minutes wh:n engaged on duty from 
3.40 p.m. to 7.30 p.m., in view of the 
dista’ ce from the office at which many of 
them are com,elled to live. 


B 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
postmen concerned are not entitled under 
the regulations to an interval for 
refreshment, and when they applied a 
few months ago they were so informed. 
As an act of grace, however, provided 
the work admits of it, a short interval 
between 3.20 p.m. and 3.40 p.m. is 
allowed to them. 


Metric System of Weights. 

Sirk THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, secing 
that in response to resolutions sent to 
him by the Association of Chambers of 
Commerce he has recently arranged to 
legalise weights of 20 Ib., 10]b., and 5 1b., 
and has ordered the preparation of 
standards of the same form as the 
present new 50 Ib, weight, will he con- 
sider the desirability of taking such 
further steps as may be necessary to 
secure the universal adoption of the 
metric system. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Tae 
20, 10, and 5 |b. weights referred to are 
to be legalised in order to facilitate the 
weighing of goods under the Imperial 
system in Ceriain trades where weigh’s 
are calculated in pounds and not in 
ston’s and hundredweights, and their 
legalisation has no relation to the metric 


system of weights and measures. As | 


regards the adoption of that system, ] 
beg to refer my hon, friend to the reply 
given to his Question on the subject on 
March |st,f to which I have nothing to 
add, 


Engineering Sections in Connection 

with Private Bills. 

Str JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether, in view of the 
fact that the Standing Orders have for 
several years past contained an order 
that all engineering sections in connection 
with Private Bills brought into the House 
shall bear a reference to the Ordnance 
datum, he wi!! consider the advisabil ty 
of amending the statutory rules under the 
Light Railways Act to bring them into 
conformity with the Standing Orders in 
this respect; and will he take similar 


| See (4) Debates, exlii., 5. 
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action in relation to piers and harbour 
works. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) So far 
as piers and harbour works are concerned 
the rules of the Board of Trade are 
already in agreement with the Standing 
Orders in the matter referred to. The 
question of amending the Light Railway 
Rules will be considered by the Board in 
concert with the Light Railway Com- 
missioners. 


Smallpox Outbreak at Belfast. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a 
recrudescence of smallpox is threatened 
in Belfast; and that the corporation 
refused, contrary to the especial custom, 
to supply its aid to the ratepayers 
except where an outbreak occurs in an 
applicant’s house or where an order from 
a doctor or inspector is presented; 
and whether he will, in the interest of 
the health of the city, cause represen- 
tations to be made to the corporation 
in this matter. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A case 
of smallpox occurred in Belfast on June 
25rd, and the Local Government Board 
are informed that all necessary precau- 
tions to prevent the spread of the dis:ase 
ihave been taken. The patient was 
/removed to the smallpox hospital and 
the other inmates to the reception house 
for isolation, the house was disinfected, 
the bedding, etc., burned, ani revacci- 
nation freely administered in the 
neighbourhood, No further case has 
been reported. The Board have no 
information that the corporation have 
refused to take necessary measures for 
the protection of the public health. 





Registration of Religion of Children by 
Boards of Guardians—Case of Leeson 
at Belfast. 

Me. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
majority of the Belfast Bord of 
Guardians, at a recent meeting, refused 
to accede to the request of the Catholic 
guardians to register a child named 
Leeson, whose father died a Catholic, but 
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whose mother was a Presbyterian, as a 
Catholic; and whether, in view of the 
provisions of the law requiring guardians 
to bring up a child in the religion of its 
father, he will take steps to secure that 
the law will be complied with in this 
case. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It is 
understood that the child’s father, who is 
dead, was a Catholic, but its mother 
informed the guardians that both she and 
the child are now Presbyterians, The 
guardians appear to have complied with 


the law in registering the religion of the | 
child in accordance with the wishes of | 


the surviving parent. 


Officers of Irish Department of Agri- 
culture. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what steps 
the Department of Agriculture are taking 
to ensure that the particulars recently 


ordered by this House to be furnished as | 
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modation in Guy’s Infants’ for 139 pupils 
and in Ballymoney Street Infants’ for 
thirty-three pupils. There was, ac- 
cordingly, no surplus accommodation in 
these schools in the month of June on 
this basis, but the Commissioners have 
hitherto only required accommodation 
at the rate of eight square feet per pupil. 
There are, however, in Ballymena three 
other national schools for girls, with 
Protestant mistresses, which have ac- 
commodation, at ten square feet per 
pupil, for 104 pupils more than were in 
average attendance in the month of June, 
and at which infant pupils can attend. 


Salvation Army Colonies — Mr. Rider 
Haggard’s Report—Departmental Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUTCHER (York): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Departmental Committee 
which is to consider Mr. Rider Haggard’s 
Report on the Salvation Army colosies 
| has been constituted; and, if so, how is 
it composed, 





regards the names, ages, leagth of service, | 


and place of education of all Irish | 
officials will be fully supplied by its | 
entire staff, including the higher officials. | 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Departmental Committee is com- 


) posed as follows:—The Right Honour- 
The | able Lord Tennyson, G.C.M.G., Chair- 
iman; J.S. Davy, Esq., C.B., General 
| Inspector of the Local Government 
| Board; Arthur Wilson Fox, Esq., C.B., 
Deputy-Comptroller, General and Labour 
Commissioner, Board of Trade; Bernard 
Holland, Esq., C.B.; Henry Lambert, 

Infant Schools at Ballymena. Ksq., of the Colonial Office, and Chiirman 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief of the Managing Committee of the Emi- 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | grants’ Information Office ; the Honour- 
Jreland what was the average attendance able H. L. W. Lawson, M.P., member of 
of’ pupils at each of the Protestant | the Managing Committee of the Emi- 
infant schools in Ballymena for the month | 8t@nts’ Information Office; Colonel 
of June last; and ifhe can say what | Llewellyn, M.P., representing the Board of 
surplus accommodation, allowing ten | Agriculture ; Herbert Samuel, Ksq., M.P. ; 
square feet per pupil, existed in each of | Sidney Webb, Esq. The Committee are 
them, and for the eighty-one infants who |1Structed to consider the sugupesione 
were during that period on the rolls of | made in Mr. Ride: Haggard’s Report on 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
Department have issued to each member 
of the'r staff a Circular Minute setting 
forth the terms of the Order of the House. 


Average Attendance at Protestant 








the Waveney Appl cant School. 


(Answered Ly Mr. Walter Long.) The 
average attendance was: at Guy’s In- 
fants’ School, 147; at Ballymoney Street 
Infants’, thirty. Allowing ten square feet 
of floor space per pupil, there is accom- 


| the Salvation Army colonies in the 
| United States and at Hadleigh, and to 
advise the Government whether any steps 
can usefully be taken for promotion 
agricultural settlements in the British 
Colonies of persons taken from the cities 
of this country. It is desired that the 
B2 
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Report should embody the views of the 
Committee upon any questions or pro- 
posals of a practical nature relating to 
emigration which may arise during the 
inquiry. 

Volunteer Battalions and Musketry 

Course. 

Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, Hit- 
chin): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state how many infantry 
Volunteer battalions fired the old and the 
new course of musketry, respectively, in 
the Voluntecr musketry year 1903-4. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) One hundred and sixty-seven 
battalions of Volunteer infantry fired the 
old course and fifty-seven the new course. 
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Discussion of Supply. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury the number and 
amount of Votes for the Departments of 
the Navy, the Army, the seven classes of 
the Civil Services, and the Revenue, for 
the year 1905-6; the number of Vots 
and amounts already agreed to in each 
Department and class; the number and 
amounts of Votes which have still to be 
passed in each Department and class; 
the number of days on which Supply 
has been taken and the Votes which have 
been under discussion on each of those 
days. 





(Answered by Mr, A. J. Balfour.) 



































Supply 1905-6. 
Agreed to. 
Remaining to be 
Totals, | passed (not yet 
Voted and Voted, but not yet Voted). 
Scrvice Reported. Reported. 
“to Amount. — Amount. hag Amount. setae Amount. 
=— | = 
£ £ £ | £ 
Navy 18 | 33,389,500} 4 |11,345,50() 2 |12,644,700) 12 | 9,399,300 
Army 20 | 29,813,100) 3 14,731,000; — —- 17 {15,082,100 
Civil Ser- 
vices— 
Class I. . 15 2,697,711 1,096,00€) 3 76,100) 12 | 1,525,611 
Class II. 40 2,738,163 1,135,01°) 3 175,463) 37 | 1,427,687 
Class III. 22 | 3,860,206) #2 1,779,50C} 1 83,315} 21 | 1,997,391 
Class IV. | 13 | 16,328,947] § |] 710,40) —] — | 13] 7,618,547 
| il 
Class V. . 4 1,913,195) § 895,00() — um | 4 1,018,195 
| @ | | 
Class VI. 5 816,502 S | 319,501) — — 5 497,002 
| 
Class VII. 6 279,397 134,587| — -- 6 144,810 
Revenue De- 5 | 19,435,475 7,430,001} — — 5 12,005,475 
partments. | _ ee Peewee ts: ate, 
148 ‘cis 7 |47,576,50€| 9 |12,979,587) 132 |50,716,118 
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Number of days on which Supply, 1905-6, has been taken, and the Votes 
which have been under discussion on each of those days. 























| Allotted 
| day. 
March 6 Navy Getting Speaker out of the Chair - -| - 
7 - Speaker Voted out of the Chair - 7 oe 
» 13 s Number of Men - - - - -j| 1 
» ‘i Vote 1 : » & & fa | oe 
- 20 | Civil and Revenue | Vote on Account - - ‘ ‘ - | 9 
» «22 » Vote on Account, Report - - -| — 
» 23 Navy Vote 1 and Number of Men, Report - | — 
i, 28 Army Speaker Voted out of Chair - - - — 
- 29 i Number of Men and Vote 7 - ° adi. Seay 
» oi ” Number of Men and Vote 7, Report - | = 
April 3 v» Votel- - - + + + =| $ 
Pe 4 ” Votel- - + + - © ee) — 
» 45 ” Votel- - - - + 2 ef = 
a» 6 ‘a Vote 1, Report - - ‘ . «| 4 
re 13 Civi! Getting Speaker out of the Chair - - | = 
» 18 ” Speaker Voted out of the Chair - -| — 
May 4 "” Class I. Houses of Parliament Buildings 5 
Class I. Royal Palaces 
Class I, Osborne 
Class I, Royal Parks, etc. 
- 11 " Class II. Treasury (Defence Committee) 6 
” 18 Navy Vote 10 - - - - : - 7 
» 28 Civil Class Il. Chief Secretary for Ireland - 8 
June 1 a Local Government Board - - = | 9 
io 5 Navy Vote 10, Report - - - - -| = 
“3 6 Yivil Class II. Board of Trade - - : | 10 
» wf ” Class II. Secretary for Scotland - -| I 
Local Government Board, | 
Scotland 
Class IV. Education, Scotland | 
—— Navy Vote 8 (I.) (IL) and (IL) - + | OB 
July 6 Tost. Office — — — | 13 
me 12 Navy Vote 8 (I.), Report = - - Sih is 
— Army Votes5and15 -— - « «| & 
ss 20 Civil Class IIT. Irish Land Commission -| 15 


Total 29 days 


In addition te the Above, discussion on Supplementary Estimates took place 
on 6 days. 
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Votes Discussed but not yet Voted. 
Date. Vote. Number of Divisions. 

March 20 | Colonial Officet - - - - - 1 
6 22 | Colonial Office ft - - : : 1 
” 22 | Education Department F - - . - — 
May 4 | Royal Parks, ete. - - - - - — 
‘s 11 | Treasury . 2 : - - — 
3 25 | Chief Secretary for Ireland ss S - 1 
June - 1 | Local Government Board (Mngland . - — 
9» 22 | Education (Scotland) : . - - me 
July 6 | Post Office - - - - - 1 
Mi 13 | Army, Vote 5 (Volunteers) - - - 1 
* 13 | Army, Vote 13 (War Office) - 1 
6 











+ Discussed on the Vote on Account. 


UEST ONS IN THE HOUSE. 


gging Boys in the Navy. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow): I 
beg to ask the Secretary 
Admiralty if he will explain why, as 
corporal punishment in the Navy is not 
supposed to be more severe than it is 
in public schools, it is still found 


necessary to have boys examined by a) 


doctor before being birched; and why 
boys under eighteen are obliged to be 
tied down and flogged in public, contrary 
to the practice in public schools, 


THe SECRETARY 10 THE 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk. 
Woodbridge): The medical examination 


made before birching is looked upon | 


as a reasonable though not an essential 


precaution, a medical officer being always | 
Boys at public | 


available on the spot. 
schools are held down and boys on 


training ships are tied down, the object | 


in both cases being the same. 


Volunteer Efficiency Tests. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he proposes to lay down new 
tests for efliciency for the Volunteer 
force; if so, what those tests are to be; 
and, in view of the provisions of the 
Volunteer Act, whether he will lay the 


new scheme upen the Table; whether 


to the | 


AD- | 


(it is intended to fix a definite limit t 
‘the number of efficient Volunteers ; and, 
|if so, can he state what is the proposed 
| limit. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| WAR (Mr. ARNoLD-ForsteER, Belfast, W.): 
| It is not proposed to lay down any new 
|tests of efficiency for the Volunteer 
|force. I have alieady stated that it is 
‘not proposed to lay down a definite 
limit to the number of efficient Volun- 
teers. The number of efficient Volunteers 
that can be maintained must depend 
upon the money voted by Parliament. 


Garrison Artillery Volunteers. 

Sir ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can now state whether any of 
the guns belonging to ships recently 
discarded by the Admiralty can be 
‘made available for garrison artillery 
| Volunteers; and, if so, whether he will 
give a preference to those Volunteer 
companies that still have nothing but 
'muzzle-loading 64-pounder guns to drill 
| with. 
| 
| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am not 
‘at present in a position to add anything 
ito the reply which I gave to a Question 
put on this subject by my hon. friend 
on the 29th Mayf. 


{See (4) Debates, exlvii., 78. 
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Srr ANDREW AGNEW: May I ask 
for an Answer to the last part of my 
Question. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It 


depend on military requirements. 


must 


Indian Reliefs. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what are the numbers of 
Indian drafts required for 1906-1907. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Indian 
drafts for 1906-7 can at present only be 
given approximately. The actual 
numbers must necessarily depend on the 
extensions of men enlisted for three 
years who are or will beserving in India. 
At present the total number is estimated 
at 14,000 for the infantry of the Line 
based on normal previous rate of ex- 
tensions. 


Soldiers at Religious Festivals. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that a party 
of non-commissioned officers and men 
of the Ist Life Guards, under the charge 
of an officer, took part in an open air 
procession, known as the Corpus Christi 


Festival, at Highgate, on the 25th June | w! 
' climates 


last, and that a canopy was carried by 
four of the officers in full uniform, he 
will say if this is in accordance with 
military regulations; and, if not, will 


discontinued. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The party 
referred to were Roman Catholic non- 
commissioned officers and men of the 
Ist Life Guards under the command of 
an officer of that religion, and their 
attendance was sanctioned by the General 
Officer Commanding London District. 
There is no regulation which 
officers or soldiers in uniform attending, | 
or taking part in, religious services 
connected with the Church to which 
they belong. 
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46 
‘State for the Colonies if he will state 


Questions. 


| whether it is a usual course for the Govern- 


ment of the Transvaal to lend money on 
mortgage to private individuals; and, if 
so, whether the practice has his sanction ; 
or, if the loan to Mr. Van Rensberg was 
exceptional, why the priviledge was 
granted in his case. 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, Warwick 


,and Leamington): I understand that no 


difference wags made between the treat- 
ment accorded to Mr. Van Rensberg and 
that accorded to any other borrower. It 


‘has, I understand, always been the prac- 


tice for the Transvaal Government to lend 
funds at its disposal on mortgage on 
land, The question of the investment of 
these funds has not been submitted for 
my sanction, nor, having regard to the 
principle frequently stated in this House, 
do I think it necessary that the invest- 
ment of funds temporarily at the dis- 
posal of the Transvaal Government should 
be controlled from here. 


Colonial Service. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if his attention has 
been drawn to the case of colonial officers 
whose health prevents their return to the 
in which their health has 
suffered; and if he will endeavour to 
procure them employment in other and 


' different climates. 
he give instructions for the practice to be | 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Such cases are 
frequently under the consideration of the 
Colonial Office, and it is the invariable 
practice to endeavour to meet them, so 
far as circumstances will allow, in the 
manner suggested by the hon. Member. 


Macedonia. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
| Foreign Affairs whether any, and sti 
sums have been allocated by the Turkish 
Government for repatriation under the 
Article to that effect in the Miirtzsteg 
arrangement; and whether Christian 


Loan to Mr. Van Rensberg by Transvaal | notables have been members of the com- 


Government. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : 


| mittees supervising the distribution of 
peor sums 1f such distribution has taken 


[ beg toask the Secretary of | place. 
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THe UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, §.): In August of 
last year the civil agents reported that 
£35,000 had been placed by the Turkish 
Government at the disposal of the In- 
spector-General for the purposes in ques- 
tion, and the Turkish Government stated 
in March last that £60,000 had been 
allocated in all, besides a supply of wood 
and other building materials. The precise 
methods in which the money had been 
distributed are not known to His 
Majesty’s Government, but no complaints 
on this head have been reported by His 
Majesty’s Consuls. The sums are, how- 
ever, recognised as inadequate for the 
requirements of the Article of the Mirtz- 
steg programme referred to, and the 
civil agents have been engaged in 
elaborating a scheme for the general 
reconstruction of the destroyed peasant 
dwellings and for the provision of the 
necessary funds. 


Overstocking of Common Lands in 
Scotland. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Lord-Advocate if the attention 
of the Crofters’ Commission will be called 
to the constant overstocking of land, the 
grazing of which isheld in common, with 
the view of considering the best method of 
checking such overstocking. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorrt 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
attention of the Crofters’ .Commission 
has been directed to the matter of over- 
stocking of comm n pastures by crofters. 
The Commissioners recognise the import- 
ance of devising a sufficient method of 
checking or preventing overstocking, 
but the matter is one of great difficulty, 
and no remedy has at present been 
devised. 


Child Offenders in Scotland. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Lord-Advocate 
whether his attention has been called to 
the frequent committals to prison of 
chi'dren by burgh magistrates in Scot- 
land, notably in the Police Court of 
Kilmarnock, instead of sending them 
to industrial or reformatory schoo!s; 
and whether the Secretary for Scotland 
will in the interests of the children, 
take steps to prevent this practice, 
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Questions. 
Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: My attention 


has been drawn to this matter, and 
communications have been on many 
occasions addressed by the Secretary 
for Scotland to the town clerks of 
Kilmarnock and of other burghs where 
committals of children to prisons instead 
of to industrial or reformatory schools 
frequently take place. The practice is 
one which cannot fail to have the most 
unfortunate effect upon children so 
committed, but the Secretary for Scot- 
land has neither any power to control 
the action of the magistracy nor to 
compel the local authority to furn’sh 
the small weekly contribution which 
has to be paid from local sources in 
respect of children committed to indus- 
trial or reformatorv schools. 


Ulster Pig Rearing Industry. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.:) I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the industry of rearing young 
pigs end selling them to dealers from 
Scotland, which brought in te the Ulster 
farmers at least £50,000 per annum, has 
been destroyed by restrictions placed 
by the Board of Agriculture in London 
on the importation into Greit Britain 
of pigs from Ireland; and whether, in 
view of the fact that Ulster is entirely 
free from swine fever, and that Ayrshire 
pig feeders are being freely supplied 
with pigs from England, where the 
disease has occurred in 117 places in 
the last six months, he will endeavour 
to procure the removal of restrictions so 
damaging to Trish agricultural interests. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 
S.): The value to Ireland of this trade 
in 1904 was estimated at £33,000. There 
is good reason, however, to believe that 
a considerable part of the trade has 
found its way into other channels in 
Ireland, as the price of young swine is 
well maintained in Ulster and_ the 
demand is brisk. It is not the case 
that Ireland is yet free from swine fever, 
recent cases having occurred in Belfast 
and countics Cavan and Down. I can- 
not undertake to recommend the removal 
of existing restrictions until that course 
can safely be adopted. 
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Fourth Report, with Minutes 
Evidence, brought up, and read. 
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Report to lie upon the Table, and to | 
be printed. [No. 260.] 


CHAIRMEN’S PANEL. 


Leave to make a Special Report; 
Special Report brought up and read; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 261.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 261.] 


THE GOVERNMENT DEFEAT-—-STATE- 

MENT BY THE PRIME MINISTER. 

*THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Mr. Speaker, 
I collect, from the unwonted expedition 
with which the House has to-day satisfied 
its curiosity on the ordinary subject-mat- 
ters dealt with at Question time, that 
Members are regarding with great im- 
patience the statement which I promi-ed 
on Thursday last that I would make 
to-day at the beginning of business, I 
quite agree that the subject of that 
statement is one of great constitu- 
tional importance; and I should be 
glad if I could make quite clear to the 
House, both for present purposes and for 
future reference, what I think is the sound 
coustitutional practice which ought to 
govern the decision of the Prime Minister 
of the day when incidents such as that 
which occurred on Thursday last have 
to be dealt with. 


There appears to be in many quarters 
of the House an idea that the accepted 
constitutional principle is that, when a 
Government suffers defeat, either in 
Supply or on any other subject, the 
proper course for His Majesty’s —re- 
sponsible advisers is either to ask His 
Majesty to relieve them of their office 
or to ask His Maj sty to dissolve Parlia- 
ment, But the most superficial acquaint- 
ance with the Parliamentary history of 
this country shows, not only that there 
is such prineiple, but that, so 
far piinciple can be 


ho 
as 


jaccount of a victory. 


extracted 
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| tion. 
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the true principle is 
of the opposite descrip- 
It has happened, indeed, that 
Government which has _ under- 
gone many defeats has resigned on 
That was, for 
example, the case of Lord Melbourne’s 
Administration, of which Lord John 
Russell was the most important member. 
Fresh, at the time, from the passage 
of the Reform Bill, they were defeated 


many times before the resignation 
of 1839. But the resignation of 1839 


took place, not in consequence of a 
division in which the Government were 
in a minority, but in consequence of a 
division in which they were in a 
majority—though doubtless a very small 
one. So that in this case, which 
is not an uninstructive one, we have 
a Government passing by as of no 
import, either from the point of view of 
resignation or of dissolution, successive 
defeats, yet regarding as of crucial 
importance a division which, in spite of 
its apparent success, convinced them 
that they had lost the confidence of those 
on whom they generally relied. 


I think I heard some slight signs 
of dissent when I stated that so 
far as principle could be collected from 
practice, incidents like that on Thursday 
night had, broadly speaking, never 
been regarded by themselves as a ground 
either for resignation or dissolution. 
But I do not believe that an instance 
can be quoted of a Government lasting 
four or five years without both suffering 
defeat and turning it. Lord Melbourne’s 
Administration, up to its resignation in 
1839, suffered many defeats. Between 
its reacceptance of office in the same year 


‘and its final expulsion from office in 


1841 its life was a continual series of 
defeats. And not only was it defeated 
on maby less important occasions, but 
in 1841, if my memory serves me 
rightly, it suffered a severe reverse upon 
the Budget. But even this was not 
sufficient to decide Ministers to resign 
their offices. It required a formal vote 
of censure, shortly afterwards, proposed 
by Sir Robert Peel, to induce them to 
abandon their responsibilities as Ministers 
of the Crown. 

I do not know that subsequent history 
shows any case of retaining office in 








61 


the face of repeated defeats as that of 
Lord Melbourne’s Administration, com- 
posed, I ought to say, of Whigs of very 
high constitutional authority. But Sir 
Robert Peel’s Government of 1841-46 
was more than once defeated. Lord 
Russell’s subsequent Administration was 
often defeated. The two Tory Adminis- 
trations that were in office between 1850 
and 1860 both held office in a minority, 
and therefore I do not count them. 
Occasional defeat in such cases is not to 
be avoided. But Lord Palmerston, who 
came into office for his last Administration 
in 1859, was defeated more than once, 
although that Administration was, as 
everybody knows, a compromise Adminis- 
tration, under which everybody was con- 
tent, or, at any rate, the majority of the 
House were content, that the business of 
the country should be carried on—the 
Radical Party because they were not 
sufficiently strong at that moment to take 
office themselves, the Tory Party because 
they felt that in many respects there 
could hardly be a more Tory Administra- 
tion than that which Lord Palmerston 
led 


I pass over the brief Administration 
by Mr. Disraeli, also held in a minority, 
and I come to what, I think, by 
common consent is admitted to be 
the greatest of Mr. Gladstone’s three 
Administrations — the Administration 
which began in 1868 and lasted till 
the early weeks of 1874. I think from 
the point of view which we are now 
discussing that the whole history of that 
Administration, to which in another con- 


The Government 


{COMMONS} 


|vert presently in another 





Defeat. 


52 


in carrying no less a measure than the 


Ballot Act. Mr. Bruce, a member of 
the Government, in a diary of which 
very instructive and interesting frag. 
ments have been published in the great 
| biography of Mr. Gladstone, mentions 
rather pathetically that they had been 
beaten three times in one week, and that 
the least important of those defeats— 
let the House mark this—was a defeat 
in which the Government were beaien 
by 100 on the Motion of a private 
Member. What were the other two 
defeats? They were upon the great 
Government measure of the session, the 
Ballot Bill. An Amendment was carried 
against the Government by a combina- 
tion of the ordinary opponents of 
the Government with some of its 
Radical supporters. The Government 
were defeated. Mr. Gladstone thought 
the Amendment of such importance that 
he asked the House to reintroduce his 
original proposal, and he was beaten by 
a bigger majority than before. A severer 
check (to use the word now in fashion) a 
more serious humiliation, it 1s hard to 
imagine. Yet Mr. Bruce, who chronicles 
these events with the natural regret 
of a member of the Administration 
so defeated, does not suggest, even by 
a word, either that it was the duty 
of the Government to resign their offices 
or to go to the country. 


That happened in 1872, To the 
events of 1873, and of Mr. Glad- 
stone’s View upon them, ‘I shall re- 
connec: 





nection I shall revert directly, is full of | tion. At present it is only necessary to 


instruction. It is more instructive than 


| point out that the course the Government 


Mr. Gladstone’s Administration of 1880- | then pursued showed how low they rated 


85, because the deathbed scenes of 
that Administration were to a certain 
extent complicated by the Reform and 
Redistribution Bills of 1884 and 1885. 
But the 1868 Administration was per- 
fectly normal, and Mr. Gladstone’s views 
upon it and the course taken by bis 
Government are extremely instructive, 


As the House is well aware, that Adminis- 
tration began to lose by-elections at once, 
and they suffered Parliamentary defeat, 
T think, nolessthan ninetimes. But that 
is not all. In 1872 the Administration, 
though manifestly losing greatly in public 
iavour, was still strong, and was occupied 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| the amount of Parliamentary support 


| necessary for the retention of office. Mr. 
| Gladstone was defeated on a Motion 
which he declared vital to the 
| life of his Government, and he con- 
sented nevertheless to resume office in the 
very House of Commons which had so 
treated him. Whether his reasons were 
good or bad I will not pretend to say; 
but I may parenthetically remark that, 
in my judgment, the three great 
cases In which a Ministry have re- 
signed, have not been able to induce 
their opponents to take . office, and 
have then resumed office themselves, 
have always been—I will not use such 
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strong words as disastrous or discredit- | 
able—but certainly have been unfortun- 

ate, and do not hold out much 

inducement to their successors to follow 

the same course. Lord Melbourne, who 

resumed office after the Bedchamber con- 

troversy, as it was called, in 1839, did, I 

think, nothing but harm to himself, his 

Ministers, and his Party. Sir Robert Peel, | 
under circumstances which [ admit are 

wholly different, resumed office in 1845, 

and by so doing destroyed the Tory Party 

for more than twenty years. 


Nor do I believe that anybody looking 
back upon the decision at which Mr. 
Gladstone and his colleagues arrived in 
1873 would think that so far as they are 
concerned that course either was one 
which deserves the flattery of imitation. 


I pass lightly over the defeats suffered 


by Mr. Gladstone’s Government of 
1880-1885. They were nnmerous and 
important. But for five years and a 


half they were ignored, He was beaten 
in his last brief Administration without 
resigning ; while Lord Rosebery began 
his tenure of office in 1894 by enduring 
a defeat on the Address. 


Now I think it is evident from this 
brief, and perhaps too rapid, survey of 
recent constitutional history that the only 
divisions which, taken by themselves, 
and in isolation from the general circum- 
stances of the time, from the feeling of the 
Parties in the House, from the ques- 
tion of union in the Cabinet—the only 
Parliamentary issues which, taken in 
isolation from these attendant cireum- 
stances, have always been regarded as 
conclusive are those in which there has | 
been a trial of strength between the | 
Parties with all the circumstances of | 
notice and other attendant incidents 
required to make it clear that the issue 
to be decided is one of ‘‘confidence” | 
or “no confidence.” A case which I 
have just alluded to in another con- 
nection shows how rigidly this rule 
has been drawn; because, while it is 
the ordinary view—and I think, broad y 
speaking, the sound view—that a hostile 
vote on the Address is regarded as a) 
vote of censure and is supposed to be’ 
fatal to the Government, I have just | 
reminded the House that such a hostile 
vote was aciually given in 1904 on 
the Address, and all that the then Leader | 
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of the House and the then Prim? Minister 
did was to reintroduce the Aidress ina 
somewhat abbreviated form. So narrow:y 
did those authorities interpret the general 
dictum I have laid down that the only 
divisions which by themselves and in 
themselves constitute an irrevccable 
sentence on the Government in power 
are votes of cen-ure, or votes which from 
other cir umstane:s have about them 
the character of votes of censure. 


I think that is the whole truth 
with regard to votes taken in this 
House considered in their isol .tion. 
But I quite admit that there are 
circumstances in which you cannot take 
a vote in its isolation. You have to take 
it with all its attendant circumstances, 
and a Government, if it is conscious 
that it cannot carry on the business of 
the House, may be perfectly justified 
in taking a vote which, under different 
circumstances, it would regard with 
relative indifference as the formal occa- 
sion of its termination of office. I have 
never shared the view, which I think 
was expressed by Mr. Gladstone, that 
the conduct of right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite in 1895 when they resigned on 
the cordite vote was pusillanimous. Mr. 
Gladstone’s view was, apparently, that 
after that vote it was the duty of the 
Government to struggle on until some 
more decisive exhibition of Parliamentary 
hostility was shown by the then House 
of Commons. I thinkthat criticism goes 
too far. The embarrassments under 
which Lord Rosebery’s Government were 
labouring are quite notorious; the 
extreme difficulty which they would have 
had in coming creditably out of a debate 
on a vote of censure was known to every- 
body ; they had on hand a great contro- 
versial Bill, the Welsh Church Bill; they 


| were involved in all the difficulties of the 


Committee stage, and it was clear that 
the Committee stage could never be got 
through without the defeat of the 


| Government. [have always thought that, 


in these circumstances, the course they 
then pursued, though in no sense obliga- 
tory upon them, was not deserving of 
the criticism which, perhaps in a hasty 
moment, Mr. Gladstone appears to have 
passed on it. ‘e 


But compare these circumstances with 
ours. Ido not think it will be denied that 
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at this moment the Government does 
actully possess the confidence of that 
House. I do not wish to introduce any 
unnecessarily controversial matter into 
this statement; but I think it will 
be admitted by those who look back 
upon our past career that, however bad 
may be the Bills we have passed, how- 
ever infamous the motives by which we 
have been animated, yet asa matter of 
fact those Bills have suffered less change 
at the hands of the House [Oppostrion 
cries of “Gag” and “Guillotine ”] than, 
so far as I know, any great measures 
brought in by previous Governments. 
When I hear hon. Gentlemen opposite 
indicating that this result was attained by 
the use of tyrannical measures I am_ not 
concerned, at the present moment, to 
defend myself against the implied 
charge; butI would remind the House 
that a tyrant in this House owes his 
whole power to the confidence of the 
majority of this House, and that, how- 
ever great may be the misuse which he 
makes of that power, the fact that 
he can exercise it does show—which 
is all I am concerned with at the present 
moment—that the confidence of the House 
is effectively possessed by him and by 
his co!leagues. Therefore, so far as the 
majority of this House is concerned, 
I think it will be admitted that we 
retain their confidence. At any rate, 
ina few hours we shall have an oppor- 
tunity of experimentally proving or dis- 
proving it. 


Of course, I admit that there may be 
circumstances, apart from the confidence 
of the House of Commons, which have in 
the past induced, and may in the future 
induce, Governments to request the 
Sovereign to relieve them of their functions. 
For instance, there may be disunion in 
the Cabinet —one of the commonest 
sources of resignation, That, I believe, 


was the reason why Mr. Gladstone 
resigned in 1874. 
Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 


Burghs) dissented. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Was it not 
one of the causes 2? 
Mr. JOHN MORLEY: In 1874 ? 


Mr. Aa: Balfour, 
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56 
*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I think so, 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: No. 


*Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Surely the right 
hon. Gentleman is mistaken, 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I submit, of 
course as a mere matter of inference, that 
he resigned because the Army and Navy 
Estimates would not be reduced to the 
figure which he desired to see them re- 
duced to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, but 
which Mr. Cardwell and Mr. Goschen 
would not have them reduced to. Which 
is what I meant, and all that I meant, by 
disunion in the Cabinet. I think the 
view just expressed by the right hon, 
| Gentleman really bears out my statement. 
| Then, unless rumour greatly deceives us, 
| the dissensions of Mr. Gladstone’s Cabinet 
| of 1880 —— 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Oh! 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam talking 
of matters which are not Cabinet secrets 
at all. I am talking of the Government 
of 1880, and not of that which took 
offic: in 1892 whose secrets the right 
hon. Gentleman is rightly anxious to 
guard, I believe the dissensions in that 
Cabinet were really matters of notoriety ; 
they have been made matters of record 
since; and I have no doubt that they con- 
tributed more or less to the difficulties 
which beset that Government at the end 
of its term of office. Ionly refer to those 
dissensions as examples of the collateral 
circumstances which have induced Gov- 
ernments on previous occasions to 
attach an importance to a defeat in the 
Hous» which that defeat, taken by itself, 
would never have acquired. 1 am re- 
vealing no Cabinet secret when I say that 
the present Government does not suffer 
from eny such disunion. 


| But there remains one collateral cir- 
'cumstance to which I have as yet made 
| no reference at all, but which appears to 
/assume gigantic proportions in the 
'speeches and conversations of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. They may on 

admit, after having heard 





| reflection 
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my account of the leading constitu- 
tional precedents, the first proposition 
which I lay down, which is that a 
vote like that of Thursday last, taken by 
itself, is not a ground for resignation or 
dissolution by a Government which re- 
tains the confidence of the House. But 
they say, “That is all very well so 
far as the House is concerned; but the 
House does not represent the country ; 
and it is not the voice of the House but 
of the country as determined by by- 
elections which in these circumstances 
should determine the policy of the 
Government.” I am not sure that the 
right hon, Gentleman opposite did not 
use this very argument at a garden party 
on Saturday. We do not expect much 
wisdom from orators on such occasions ; 
but I will admit that the right hon. 
Gentleman faithfully echoed what appears 
to be a common superstition upon the 
other side of the House-—namely, that a 
Minister, kept in office by a majority 
in Parliament, ought to consider, in 
addition to the views of that majority, 


precisely how the tide of public opinion | 


is flowing, so far as the direction and the 
strength of that tide can be judged by 
the course of by-elections. Now I 
assert that this is an absolutely novel 
principle, a principle which, so far as I 
know, has never been suggested by any 
responsible Minister of the Crown either 
in public or in private. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, , 


S.): Mr. Gladstone said it. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is alleged 
of Lord John Russell that, in the midst 
of the difficulties of the Melbourne 
Administration, he gave as a reason 
against dissolution that candidates in 
the then state of public feeling wou!'d 
make inconvenient and dangerous pledges 
to their constituents. That was the 
dectrine which he favoured at a time 
when his Government was being con- 
stantly defeated in the House and when 
the by-elections were going against it; 
and on constitutional matters Lord John 
Russell was no mean authority. 


But, as the non. Gentleman opposite has 
challenged me about Mr. Gladstone, I 
should really like the House seriously 
to consider the very interesting events 
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| which occurred just previous to the dis- 
solution of 1874. I have given the House 
at an earlier period of my statement 
an account of what happened in 1873. I 
now pass on to 1874 for the purpose of 
illustrating this branch of my argument. 
‘In 1873 Mr. Gladstone was defeated on 
the Irish University Bill, He hid mzde 
it a vital question, and he naturally and 
necessarily resigned on it; and—I think 
quite wrongly—when he found thxt no 
other arrangement was possible without 
a dissolution, he resumed office in the very 
House of Commons which had shown its 
want of confidence in him so often before. 
The Government of that day got through 
the session; and there is extant a most 
interesting letter on the situation from 
Mr. Gladstone to one of his most familiar 
and trusted colleagues, Lord Granville, 
which I see the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose Burghs has got in 
his hands. There is cne passage in that 
letter which has been quoted before in 
this House and has been largely referred 
to in the public Press, the passage in which 
Mr. Gladstone says that no number of 
by-elections. taken by themselves, what- 
ever their cumulative significance, offer 
any constitutional reason for resigning. 
I have not got the words with me; if 
the right hon. Gentleman thinks my 
summary inaccurate perhaps he will hand 
me the volume. [Mr. Jonn Morey 
did so and opened it at the reference. ] 
These are the words— 

“A Ministry with a majority, and with that 
majority not in rebellion— ” 


A very modest phrase, apparently 
the most flattering one that Mr. Glad- 
stone thought appropriate to the state 
of his Party but which certainly does 
not describe the condition of the Party 
which I have the honour to lead— 

‘*should not resign on account of adverse 
manifestations, even of very numerous single 
constituencies, without makinga prececent, and 
constitutionally a bad precedent; and only a 
very definite and substantive difficulty could 
warrant resignation without dissolution after 
the proceedirgs of the Opposition in March 
last.” 


Then Mr. Gladstone, having laid down 
this dictum, proceeded to point out 
iwhat a difficulty the Ministry were in, 
'and how inconvenient it would be to 
sezk a remedy in dissolut‘on since in all 
probability a dissolution would not give 
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him a majority. He naively examines 
various expedients for obtaining a 
popular “cry”; and, failing these, he 
gave utterance to a wish which I think 
is the most extraordinary ever expressed 
by a Minister in difficulties. What 
he says in eflect is, that the best way out 


of the scrape is to get up some honour- | 


able dissension among his colleagues 


which wou'd enable them to extricate | 


themselves from their embarrassment. 


Now can anybody doubt after this that. 


Mr. Gladstone, in deciding what were the 
attendant circumstances which should, 
after a defeat in the House, or after a 
very narrow majority in the House, 
require the Government to dissolve or 
resign—never took into account at all, 
or took into account only to reject it, 


the general current’ of public opinion as | 


indicated by the balance of by-elections ? 


An HON. MEMBER: No, never. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
aware that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose Burghs quoted 


some passage in a letter to the Queen, | 


but I venture to say that this outpouring 
of his soul to his most trusted colleague, 
this balancing of ‘“‘ pros” and “cons” 


in an intimate correspondence is the) 


very best authority we can have as to 
Mr. Gladstone’s view. I am confirmed 
in that opinion by an estimate which 
the right hon. Gentleman somewhere 
makes of Mr. Gladstone’s character— 
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| LTadmit, however, that this conclusion, 


however accurate, is not decisive. We 
are not and ought not to be the mere 
slaves of constitutional precedent. The 
British Constitution has gradually grown 
up, developed and moulded in accord- 
ance with changing circumstances ; 
and the mere fact that Lord Joho 
Russell took a certain course in the 
late thirties and that Mr, Gladstone 
_took the same course in the early 
seventies—to say nothing of Jater pre- 
cedents on which I need not dwell— 
does not conclusively prove that we ought 
to follow examples, however illustrious 
,and however consistent. But does 
_the House seriously think, looking to the 
future, that we should improve upon past 
| prac‘ice by making divisions such as that 
which took place on Thursday last the 
| touchstone of the existence or the dis- 
| solution of a Government? The time 
/may not be far distant, when the tables 
| may be reversed, and when a stray divi- 
| sion on Estimates or some other subject 
| may be carried against a Government of 
which I am one of the opponents, I try, 
as we a'l should try, to look at this quite 
apart from our momentary political for- 
tuncs. We have got to consider it from 
the point of view of efficient administra- 
tion, and by efficient administration, I 
may parenthetically remark, I do not 
/mean administration which hon. Gentle- 
| men opposite agree with or admire. 


| Mr, LLOYD-GEORGE 


| Boroughs): Or the country. 


(Carnarvon 


. ° . | 
a character which impelled him so long | 


as his House of Commons battalions 
could be kept together, and he could 
continue to count on a majority of one! 
The idea that he ought to resign with a 
majority at his back prepared to support 
him, he would have scouted as ludicrous. 
I do not say that I wholly agree with 
him. I am not sure that I go the full 
length either of Lord John Russell 
or of Mr, Gladstone. They drove their 
doctrines—no doubt sound in themselves 
—on certain occasions to very extreme 
limits. But I am perfectly certain we are 
not driving constitutional doctrines to 
an extreme limit when we say that this 
is not an occasion on which resignation 
or dissolution is necessary or would 
be in conformity with constitutional 
practice. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| *Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If you like, 
'or the country, any more than _ the 
‘country admired Mr. Gladstone’s ad- 
| ministration. 


| An HON. MEMBER: Give | the 
| country a chance. 
AnotHeER HON. MEMBER: Leave 


Mr. Gladstone alone, 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
and the only question is whether, looking 
to the future, there is any reason to 
depart from the practice which our Par- 
liamentary ancestors have uniformly 
followed. I have no doubt how the 
question should be answered. I am quite 
clearly of opinion that it will be a very 
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gceat evil if Ministers, on whatever side 
they sit and whatever view the Opposi- 
tion may take as to their merits, were to 
regard their tenure of office as dependent, 
and simply dependent, upon such a votz 
as took place upon Thursday last. 
If anybody will study the modern 
practice of constitutional government 
in foreign countries, he will see that 
one of the great evils of working 
by Parliamentary majorities is that 
in tod many cases it leads to frequent 
changes of administration, We may all 
live, every one of us, to see the time 
when two historic Parties in this House 
are fairly evenly matched in point of 
numbers and when the balance between 
them is held by Parties which are not 
the historical Parties of this country. In 
those cases it would be in the power of a 
very small group of men at any time to 
require the Ministry to tender their 
resignations to the Sovereign and to 
compel the Sovereign to accept those re- 
simnations. That would be a very great 
evil, and I say that quite irrespective of 
the Party which is in power or is to 
be in power. It is an evil in itself; it 
is one of the diseases from which repre- 
sentative Government suffers; and we 
have avoided it in this country, in so far 
as we have avoided it, largely by the fact 
that we have not consented in the past, 
and as I hope we shall never consent in 
the future, to allow a Government united 
in itse f, and having the confidence of the 
House, to abandon its post merely b>- 
cause of an incident like that of which 
we have had recent experience. 


I have given, I am afraid at undue 
leagth—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Mr. Speaker, I wish, as a point of order, 
to ask whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man intends to conclude with a Motion 
for the adjournment of the House, a 
Motion which under our rules only a 
Minister has the powerof making in these 
circumstances. If he does not conclude 
with such a Motion, then I have to ask 
whether it would be possible for us to 
debate, not a statement merely, but the 
long and reasoned speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman. My fear is that if he 
concludes without a Motion there will be 
no Question before the House, and we 
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shall be ruled out in attempting to 
answer the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A debate upon a 
Ministerial statement has generally been 
held to be irregular. There should be 
some Question before the House. Of 
course, under the circumstances of to-day, 
the Prime Minister, having spoken now 
almost an hour, I should not feel dis- 
posed to stop the Leader of the Opposition 
or the hon. and learned Gentleman who 
has just addressed me if they wish to 
offer any observations; but I think I 
should have no power to set aside the 
general rule of the House and to allow 
a general debate to take place. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to regular- 
ise a debate—so that the House can 
discuss his speech—by making a Motion 
which under the rules he can make. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had just 
finished my speech, and I will take it as 
coucluded because I have dealt with all the 
points I wantel to lay before the House. 
[ address myself now to the request 
made to me by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, which is unexpected but, I 
think, quite a proper Question. I had 
not thought of it. I really am ashamed 
when I look at the clock, although I 
hope I have not occupied nearly an 
hour. I will venture to make a hurried 
suggestion to the House. We have got 
a vote of censure this afternoon, which, 
except qua censure, nobody takes very 
much iuterest in at the moment. Now, 
if I were to move the adjournment of 
the House and the division on that 
were to count as the vote of censure—— 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fiieshire, E): That is 


unreasonable. 


Me, A. J. BALFOUR: 1s that not 
a reasonable request ? [Cries of ‘ No.”’] 
Then if I cannot be met in that man- 
nor, We cannot have two votes of censure. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Are you 
going to prevent any Answer to your 
speech ? 


*Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: There may 
be Answers to my speech going on till 
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midnight, and as the vote will be 
distinct on the question whether the 
Government were or were not right in 
retaining office, I should have thought 
that raised a much clearer issue. 


The Government 


myself, but, if necessary, 
moved from this bench. I should like 
to hear the Answer which the right 
hon. Gentleman may make to a very 
sincere and honest suggestion on my part, 
and wh'ch I believe wou'd conduce to 
the interest of the House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The most natural interruption of the 
hon. Member for Waterford has drawn 
from the Prime Minister what he calls an 
offer. But I can relieve him at once of 
one portion of the bargain which he seeks 
to make, because it is quite obvious that 
after what has happened the Motion that 
stands in the name of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Berwick is super- 
seded by what has occurred, and by the 
subjects which are before us to-day. 
What is the Motion of my right hon. 
friend? It is not a Motion of censure in 
the literal sense of the word that it 
expressly blames the Government; it is 
a Motion declaring that a dissolution 
should take place be’ore the Colonial 
Conference is held. We may have en- 
tertained a distinct hope and desire even 
when that Motion was put on the Paper ; 
but we entertain the most lively and 
overwhelming sense now of the hope and 
desire, indeed the insistent demand, not 
for a dissolution before a Colonial 
Conference takes place, but for a disso- 
lution now, either immediate or prefaced 
by such arrangements for the ending of 
the session as might be made. That has 
swallowed up the question of a dissolution 
before the Colonial Conference. There- 


fore, as far as that part of the right hon. , 


Gentleman’s suggestion is concerned, he 
has his way. 


But when he says that he will 
move, or someone will move on his 
part, the adjournment of the House in 
order that there may be an opportunity 
of expressing a vote of confidence in the 
Government, it is not that which is in 
question, but the opportun ty of debating 
and discussing the situation of the 


Mr. A J. Balfour. 
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Government as explained by the right 


hon. Gentleman. I think that, if he 
expects an elaborate and _ carefully 
prepared historical record of past events, 
such as he has given to the House, can 
be met and answered in all particulars at 
amoment’s notice, he is making too great 
a demand upon the intelligence and the 
knowledge of the rest of the House of 
Commons. We do desire to-day to have 
an opportunity, however it may be given, 


|of a full discussion of the situation of 
| the Government and their conduct with 
regard to the events of last week, and of 
their intentions announced by the Prime 


Minister in his speech to-day, We wish 
to have that as soon as it can be given, 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “ Now.”] Decidedly 
“now,” if you like. We are entirely 
agreed, we mean to have it to-day on a 
convenient opportunity; but it is not a 
convenient opportunity to discuss it on 
this mere statement and counter-state- 
ment, or speech and counter-speech, 
which can take place on the statement of 
the Prime Minister, but there must 
be some definite Motion of another kind 


upon which the discussion might proceed ; 


and I leave it to the right hon. Gentleman 
to find us that opportunity in the way 
he thinks best. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only speak 
with the general assent of the House, 
and I do not of course do so in any con- 
troversial sense. As I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman, he has definitely 
abandoned raising the particular issue, 
now avery old friend, contained in the 
Motion of the right hon, Baronet the 
Member for Berwick. He desires, how- 
ever, to have an opportunity of discuss- 
ing the present situation of the Govern- 
ment and their determination to retain 
office in existing circumstances, and to 
have an opportunity of replying to the 
case which, I think, perhaps, at too 
great length, I have made as to the 
course we have adopted. TI think every- 
one will feel that it is only fair to the 
Government that there should be one 


debate and not two. I would suggest 
that, as the House is here in large 


numbers in the belief that there was 
to be a vote of censure moved by the 
right hon. Gentlemin, the withdrawal 
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of which has never been signified to] though in a circuitous form, under the 


—— 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


: | the confidence of the House 
I could not signify it because I was not | Government. 


conditions I have suggested, a very 
recise issue to the House, involving 
in the 


All those who are pre- 


aware of the announcement the right | | pared to support His Majesty’s Govern- 


hon. Gentleman would make. I hesi- | 
tated considerably over the matter, and 
I came to the conclusion that it was 
not for me to anticipate any particular 
statement of his. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
the right hon, Gentleman I never suspected 
hon. Members of any want of courtesy 
either to myself or to my friends; but 
Ishould have thought that our best 





plan was to substitute, either formally 
or substantially, a Motion embodying | 
the new point which the right hon. | 
Gentleman wishes to have a division 
upon—namely, the propriety of the | 
course that the Government are now 
taking. Is that not so? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Ithink that the adjournment of the | 
House or some analogous Motion would | 
be a ready, opportune, and suitable | 
means of giving us the discussion, 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: All I want 
is to get the understanding quite clear | 
as to what is desired. I understand | 
the right hon. Gentleman thinks—and | 
I agree with him—that by far the best | 
way of bringing this matter to a clear 
issue is for the adjournment to be moved | 
and for a vote to be taken on that | 
Motion. You would, Mr. Speaker, I 
suppose in the exceptional circumstances 
of the case allow on that Motion speeches 
to be made relative to the decision 
I have announced to the House; but 
outside that question, taking it as 
broadly as you like, the conduct of the 
Government and the propriety of a dis- 
solution, and whether the Government 
have or have not the confidence of the 
country, it would not be regarded as 
proper that hon. Members should in- 
tervene in a debate which from the 
nature of the words that must be 
moved carries with it no natural limita- 
tions. If that be so, I would ask one of 
my right hon. friends on this bench to 
move the adjournment of the House. 
It seems to me that this would give, 


VOL. CL. [Fourru Sertes.] 
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ment would vote against the adjourn- 
ment; all those who take the opposite 
view would vote for the adjournment. 
We came down to the House prepared 
to deal with the equivalent of a vote of 
censure which involved a relatively 
narrow issue. That vote of censure 
the Opposition no longer proposes to 
move; but, after having listened to the 
defence I have given and the course of 
action of the Government, they express 
which no one can describe as 
unnatural, to comment on that statement, 
and they further desire to show by 


| their votes—[OpposiTIon cries of “ No!”’] 


—or by letting the matter go by default, 
what their view is of the conduct of the 
Government. Iam quite ready to lend 
myself to that policy, which seems to 
me to be clear and intelligible, and it 
is the policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man oa if the House generally 
agrees. understand that meets the 
wishes of ae right hon. Gentleman ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I am anxious that there should be no 
' misunderstanding. What we desire is 
to have an opportunity of discussing and 
expressing Our views upon the situation 
caused by the circumstances of last week, 
and the resolution to which the Govern- 
ment have come upon it. [MINIsTERIAL 
cries of “‘When?”] Now. It is obvious 


‘that under the ordinary rules of the 


House there is no latitude for a general 
discussion. As the Speaker has said, it 
would be confined to one or two Members 
only. We do not think that is right ; 
therefore, if a greater latitude to the 
discussion could be given, we are willing 
that the right hon. Gentlemian should 
move the adjournment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am not 
sure whether the right hon. Gentleman 
has concluded his observations. I rise 
for the purpose of saying two or three 
words on this question. I stand in a 
different position from the representa- 
tives of the regular Opposition, and they 
have no responsibility whatever for me 
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or for my words. I desire to say for 


myself and my colleagues, that what we | 


wish is to grapple with the arguments 
of the right hon. Gentleman here and now 
at this the earliest moment. We desire 
to express our views with reference to 
his action as announced to-day, not only 
by speech, but by every means in our 
power, and we do not desire the matter 
to be postponed. It was for that reason 
I took it upon myself to interrupt the 
right hon. Gentleman towards the close 
of his speech, in order to make the 
suggestion which I did, namely, that he 
should conclude his speech by moving 
the adjournment, a course which can 
only be followed under the rules to-day 
by a ‘Minister. After that we should 
instantly join issue with the right hon. 
Gentleman, and take the opportunity of 
expressing our opinion. It seems to 
me that to postpone the consideration 
and discussion of this matter would be 
to indicate a quite inadequate view of 
the gravity of the situation. My point 
of view is that a great constitutional 
crisis has arisen, that the whole meaning 
of the Septennial Act and the whole 
meaning of constitutional government 
has been raised by the crisis that has 
arisen, and, in my judgment, it would be 
trifling with the situation if we were 
to adjourn the consideration of this 
matter for one day or one hour. 
Beyond that I will not go at this moment. 
I hope the course I have suggested 
will be followed. I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman a Question which can be 
most properly answered now. It is 


whether the determination which he has | 


announced on the part of the Government 
generally means that, notwithstanding the 
condemnation by the House of Commons 
of the administration of the Irish Land 
Act by the present Chief Sec.etary, that 
right hon, Gentleman is still to be 
retained in office, 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Question of which no previous notice is 
necessary. I have never heard it sug- 
gested as among the many possible 


courses open to the Government that 


we should continue to retain office and 
ask my right hon. friend to resign. 


[Cries of “What about Wyndham?”] | 


To refer to the actual Question before 
the Houee, there is a universal agree- 


Mr. John Kedmond 
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We are all agreed that the Motion of 
the right hon. Member for Berwick is 
to be taken off the Paper. We are 
all agreed that the statement [| 
have made on the position of the 
| Government is one which the Opposition 
has a perfect right to discuss. We are 
all agreed that that discussion should 
take place to-day, We are all agreed 
|that there should be an opportunity 
of voting on it if it is desired. 
The only question in dispute, therefore, 
(is how these objects should be attained, 
Under the Standing Orders of the House 
‘only a Minister can move the adjourn. 
ment of the House. But on reflection 
it occurs to me that to ask one of my 
right hon. friends to move the adjourn- 
ment and then to ask all my hon. 
iriends to vote against it would savour 
somewhat of Parliamentary paradox. If 
our purpose is attained in this way I 
shall have to ask my friends to vote 
for the adjournment; and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite would know that, in ex- 
\pressing their condemnation of the 
|course of the Government, their proper 
| course would be to vote against the 
‘adjournment, [Cries of “No!” and in. 
terruption.] The hon. Member for 
Northampton is apparently not anxious 
to divide; but the Leader of the Irish 
Party is. [Cries of “No.”] Yes, he is, 
[Cries of ““No.”] If the House generally 
is agreed in voting for the adjournment 
the Government will have a larger 
majority and a more unanimous ex- 
pression of confidence in their conduct 
than I had ventured to anticipate. 
If this account of the position is under- 
stood, I shall ask one of my right hon. 
friends now to move the adjournment. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
suggested a more regular and simple 
way would be to let the right hon. 


'Member for Berwick move his Motion 
That is a. 


without a speech and then let the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford 
move anAmendment. [Cries of ‘No.”] 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had thought 
of the possibility of amending the vote 
of censure; but I think it would be 
rather difficult to accomplish. But I 
am clcarly to understand that the course 

I have propcsed is ore accepted on 
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every side of the House. [Insistent 
cries of ‘‘ Move, move !”’] 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY 


(Yorkshire, Shipley), rising to a point 
of order, said: Do I understand that 
the Leader of the Opposition did not 
give an undertaking. [Loud cries of 
“Order” and interruption.] 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 
a point of order. 


I rise to 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
for Shipley is himself raising a point of 
order. 


Mr. DILLON: No, he was asking a 
Question. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: On 
a point of order, Sir, I wish to ask 
whether the Leader of the Opposition 
has or has not undertaken {Loud cries 
of ‘That is not a point of order” and 


“Sit down”] to vote against the 
Motion for the adjournment. [Renewed 
interruption. ] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The vote the right 
hon. Gentleman will give will no doubt 
depend on the debate that will take 
place. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs), 
rising to a point of order and speaking 
amid loud cries of ‘Move,’ asked 
whether it would not be more regular for 
the first order of the day to be called 
and then for the adjournment to be 
moved on the Opposition side of the 
House. [Cries of “No, no!” and 
‘‘ Move.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The difficulty is 
that the debate would then be limited 
in character. What the House desires 
to discuss is the statement of the Prime 
Minister. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course it is 
understood that, if the House have until 
twelve o’clock if they desire to discuss 
my statement, there will be no danger of 
a demand for a rediscussion. [Cries of 
“* Move.”] 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
know what the right hon. Gentleman 
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means. If he means that the House is 
to be prevented from asking for further 
days or from taking every opportunity 
they may have to discuss the action of 
the Government, I may say that I will 
be no party to such an arrangement. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
the point. There is a definite issue now 
before the House, namely, the propriety 
or the impropriety of the decision of 
the Government as to the consequences 
of Thursday’s division. Of course, if 
something else occurs—if the Govern- 
ment is again defeated [Cries of “Oh!” 
“Move,” and interruption]—no one is 
precluded from taking advantage of any 
future opportunities. What I must make 
clear to the House is that the Leader 
of the Opposition, who is the only person 
to whom I should pay attention in asking 
for a day for a vote of censure, regards to- 
day as exhausting the necessities of the 
case. [Cries of “No, no!”] 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Ican assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that in consequence of the course which 
the Government has pursued it will be 
very hard to induce any section of the 
House, on this side at all events, to 
come under a pledge not to recall before 
the House the strange circumstances of 
the last few days. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, who was re- 
ceived with loud cries of “ Move” and 
** Adjourn,” said: I think I can make the 
position perfectly clear. I give notice 
that I shall ask my right hon. friend to 
move the adjournment of the House, and 
that I shall not give a day forany further 
discussion of the subject. 


*Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLaNp-Hoop,Somersetshire, Wellington) 
then formally moved the adjournment 
of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 


(Sir A: Acland-Hood.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Motion has been made by the 
person best fitted to make it. The right 





hon. Gentleman has made a long and 
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elaborate historical review to justify the | 
course which he has chosen to take. No 
amount of precedents, no amount of 
reference to past occasions, wil satisfy 
the House or the country that he has 
taken the right course on this occasion. 


He has quoted a great many instances | 
in which Governments have been de- | 


feated, but these cases ought to be 
weighed as well as remembered. Some 
of them are of an important character, 


and some are of no importance at all; | 


and they depend, as he himself had to 
admit, upon the circumstances in which 
they occurredas well xs upon the merits. 
I will say at onc: that this was no 
ordinary occasion of the defeat of a 
Government. The right hon. Gentleman 
has endeavoured to make light of the 
indication of the feeling of the country 
afforded by the by-elections. He has 
done so on many occasions before; and 
the attitude he has taken is this—that 
as long as he was not deprived of the 
support of his friends in the House, he 
considered that he was entitled to retain 
office, notwithstanding any amount of 
by-elections or other indicatious of a 
change of popular iteeling. In that he 
takes up what I bel.eve to be an entirely 
unconstitutional position. Itis common 
for us to say, and it is true constitution- 
ally, that the Minister of the Crown in 
this count:y is selected and appointed 
because he is the man who commands a 
majority in the House of Commons. 
But what does that mean? It means 
that the command of the majority of 
the House represents the feeling of the 
country. The moment the House of 
Commors get out of touch and harmony 
with the country then that plea for 
retaining office dissolves ; and the right 
hon. Gentleman has no right to entrench 
himself behind the confidence and sup- 
port of his friends here after it is known 
to all mankind and to himself, as well 
as to any of them, that he has lost the 
confidence of the country. When I say 
it is known to himself, it is obviously so, 
because, if he was not aware he had lost 
the confidence of the country, why 
should he show any reluctance to appeal 
to the country and immensely strengthen 
his position by securing a favourable 
verdict from it ? 
Sir LL, Campiell-Bannerinan. 
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which I must refer. It is that the state 
of things at home and abroad, it may 
be, is anxious, and that it would be 
undesirable that the power of the 
Government should go into other hands. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
it. [An Hon. MemBer: Oh, yes, you 
did.] 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:;: 
It has been said freely by the sup- 
porters of the right hon. Gentleman 1f 
he has not said it, and therefore we 
are entitled to refer to it. Surely I 
can answer that by the very simplest 
of arguments—that the fact of being 
out of harmony with the great body 
of opinion of the country surely in- 
validates the Gove-nment in _ itself 
for the active and successful prosecu- 
tion of the affairs of the country, and 


‘is therefore a strong reason for their 


resigning their position. But the right 
hon. Gentleman quoted Mr. Gladstone, 
and I think he was surprised that I 
should make some interruption when he 
went oun to appeal to Mr. Gladstone. 
The reason is that I never remember that 
the right hon. Gentleman showed such 
extraordinary deference to the authority 
of Mr. Gladstone when he was. alive. 
Really I think when he does refer to 
Mr. Gladstone as his authority he ought 
to be a little more sure that he is 
accurate. With regard to the letter to 
Lord Granville, to which he refers, that 
was followed in the same volume which 
he used as his authority by a formal 
letter to the Queen in which Mr, 
Gladstone submitted his resignation to 
Her Majesty— 

“*“Mr. Gladstone laid before the Cabinet a 
pretty full outline of the case as to the weak 
ness of the Government since the crisis of last 
March, and the increase of that weakness, 
especially of late, from the unfavourable char- 
acter of local indications,” 


That is a point of which the right hon. 
Gentleman took no notice. In a note on 
the following page it s.ys on this question 
—the question of retaining the conduct 
of affairs— 

“The events of the last few weeks and the 
prospects of the present moment have some- 
what tended to turn the scale in his mind and 
that of his followers.” 
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And in a letter written to Lord Aber- 
dare, one of his followers, explaining the 
situation, he says— 

“The continual loss of elections, and the 
expediency of avoiding being further weakened, 
have determined us at once to take the opinion 
of the country and to stand or fall by it.” 


That is the quotation on which 
the right hon. Gentleman rests for the 
assertion that Mr. Gladstone paid no 
attention, or did not attach great impor- 
tance, to by-elections. Here is what Mr. 
Gladstone said after the election was 
ever and when he met Parliament again. 
He said— 

“We found thatthe suspicions we enter- 
trined ’?—explaining the reasons for the dissoli- 
tion of Parliament—“ arising from a course of 
single elections and gradually gathering strength 
weve contirmed by the actual results, and I do 
nt regret a dissolution, whatever its results to 
us or, for the moment, to the Party with which 
I am associated, which has given to the people 
of this country a constitutional opportunity of 
declaring what its convictions were with respect 
to the conduct of public affairs.” 

On April 4th, 1874, in th's House again, 
he spoke even more explicitly, and said— 

“My regret is not that a dissolution took 
place when it did, but that it did not take place 
before. Tam not willing to hold office under 
any circumstances with a minority either in 
this House or in the country.” 

As the right hon. Gentleman attaches 
so much importance to the authority and 
opinion of Mr. Gladstone I may quote 
further— 

“Itis repugant to my feeling and not com- 
pitible with the best interests of the country 
that the Government should continue to govern, 
even with @ numerical majority, when its 
strength is falling away: when there is daily 
increasing evidence that it no longer represents 
the will and the opinion of the constituencies. 
That is a regret of which I have to make a 
frank expression.” 


Theculminating argume::t he used to-day 

was this reference to the alleged opinion 
and feeling of Mr. Gladstone. I think 
these words show that there was no 
foundation whatever for that argument, 
and that, on the contrary, Mr. Gladstone 
on that and on all oceasions not only 
took the constitutional line before the 
country, but had the constitutional line 
imprinted on his own heart. 


What isthis case we have to deal with ? 
The right hon. Gentleman and his col- 
leagues and his supporters were well aware 
of the state of feeling in the country. He 
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had made the assertion that he retained 
office because he continued to have the 
support of the Gentlemen who sat behind 
him. But then last week the Government 
met with a rebuff with regard to their Re- 
distribution Resolutions. He summoned 
a meeting of his followers, and appealed 
to them solemnly and called upon them 
to be constantly in their places in order 
to support the Government and to prevent 
them from any accidental defeat, which 
might, however small, have very grave 
Immediately following 
upon that was that on the very evening 
of the day on which the meeting was 
held Members on the other sde of the 
House had to be put up to talk against 
time in o der to save the Government 
from a defeat. On Thursday came the 
division which is the foundation of all 
ourtroubles at this moment. It was not 
a snap division. You cannot call it an 
accident. You might call it an incident 
if you like, but never an accident. It 
Was On an important question of policy, 
on one of the main policies of the Govern- 
ment, and it amounted toa rejection by 
the Nationalist Party of their proposal for 
carrying that policy out. It was, there- 
fore, a matter of the verv first importance. 
Tt was taken after a long debate ina full 
House, and after due notice, and after 
every effort had been made to obtain the 
attendance of Members. The majority 
was not large. but it must be 
remembered that there were over 100 
Members among the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s supporters who were absent on 
that occasion. If that was not the sort 
of incident to which he had referred 
when he talked of resigning if he failed 
to obtain the support of his followers, 
then where is such an incident to be 
found? These are the circumstances 
which govern this particular defeat, 
and give it, apart from the merits of the 
question, a force, importance, and signi- 
ficance which none of the cases to which 
he has referred possesses. 


consequences. 


When we came here to-day we were 
satisfied that there were only two courses 
constitutionally before the right hon. 
Gentleman. There was the course of dis- 
solution and the course of resignation. 
Now we find he is to disregard this very 
significant and obvious expression of the 
opinion of the House, he is to disregard 
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the equally obvious and significant ex-, this Minister do who comes down here 
pression he has received for months past | to-day and boasts that he has the conf- 
from the country, and he is to retain his | dence of the House of Commons? Why 
office as if nothing had happened. It is | Sir, he rea away, allowed these Resolu- 
an absolutely unconstitutional -ourse he | tions expressing directly a want of con- 
is taking. It iscontrary to all precedents | fidence in his Government to be carried 
as well as toall the rules that are laid | without a division—nemine contradicente, 
down by the handbooks of constitutional | and these Resolutions stand to-day on 
law. It is contrary to both; and on | the records of this House. What, then, 
that ground we cannot but regret that | does the right hon, Gentlemen mean by 
the right hon. Gentleman, instead of , ‘sucha vote of censure as will induce him 
taking the manly course either of going , to resign?” He means a vote of censure 
to the country or laying down the arranged by himself, ona day fixed by 
burden of office, thinks that he can himself, when he will be able to bring 
stumble along a few months longer in | men from all parts of the earth to sup- 
a vain attempt, I suppose, to rehabilitate | port him on a division—men who differ 
and restore the fortunes of his Party. | from him on the fiscal question, but who 

| are intimidated by the tide of popular 
REDMOND: || feeling in the country and are prepared 
that the right hon, to vote for him in order to avoid the 
inevitable day of reckoning with their 
constituents. These votes of censure as 
tests of the rea] feeling of the House or 


Mr. JOHN 
heartily rejoice 
Gentleman has adopted the course which 
he has adopted and enabled this debate | 
to proceed at once because, as I said in | 


the few words I uttered earlier, in my 
opinion this is so grave a matter that any 
adjournment of discussion and considera- 
tion would create a false impression 
outside as to the seriousness of the issues 
at stake. The right hon, Gentleman 
delivered a long, carefully prepared, and 
carefully reasoned speech, and although 
I fancy that most of those who desire | 
to follow him would have been glad of | 
the opportunity to read the speech and | 
consider it before replying, it seems to me | 
that the reply is so plain on the face of | 
the matter that it is better for us to deal | 
with it instantly. The right hon. 

Gentleman has quoted many precedents | 
to show he is right that Governments | 
have never resigned simply because of | 
isolated defeats in the House of Commons, | 





, the confidence of the House in the Minis- 


try are a sham anda fraud. The right 
hon, Gentlemen knows perfectly well 
that he does not represent the majority 
of the House on the most vital issue 
before the country, namely, the fiscal 
question, and whenever he has succeeded 
in scraping through these votes of cen- 
sure it has been by the votes of Gentlemen 
like the right hon. Member for West 
Bristol, who differ profoundly from him on 
the issue at stake, but who come to give 
him their votes to keep him in office. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not 
represent the majority of this House on 
this vital question. 


The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
deal with the decision of the country, and 





even when those defeats have ceased to | he quoted precedents in past years where 
be isolated and have been repeated. _ Governments had been defeated at by- 
| elections. I want to know if there is 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I said) @ny precedent in living memory for a 
was that a formal vote of censure had | Government which has met with such 
always been regarded as a reason for enormous condemnation in all parts of 


resignation. 'the kingdom in recent by-elections. 
I want to know whether, judged by these 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I quite by-elections or by the action of this 


understand the right hon. Gentleman’s House, the right hon. Gentleman does 
argument, but what are these regular not stand in the most contemptible 
votes ofcensure? They are just what the | position in retaining office when he knows, 
Minister of the day likes to make them. | 2nd everybody else knows, that he does 
On two or three different occasions | 20t represent the majority of the country ? 
regular votes of censure were moved from | What is the position of this Government ? 
the Opposition Benches, and what did | Let me recapitulate the extraordinary 


3 | 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 











7 The Government 


position in which this Government stands, 
and which is without a parallel in the 
Parliamentary history ofour time. How 
was this Government elected? It was 
elected on a war cry; on a declaration 
that the war was over; and the electors 
were told by the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham, amongst others, 
that every vote given for a Liberal candi- 
date was a vote given in favour ofthe 
Boers, who were in arms against the 
Enpire. Therefore, it was an election 
held on the war. I do not want to 
stretch the theory of referendum to un- 
due length ; but a Government elected on 
such a cry was not entitled to deal with 
great constitutional questions, and 
certainly was not entitled to challenge 
the decision of the electors who called 
for their resignation. Since then the 
Government has met with defeat every- 
where; in London and in the country; 
in their strongest constituencies; in 
places like Brighton, which were specially 
selected as hopeless to be attacked by 
the Opposition. And even in their 
last lucky exploit, where they succeeded 
by the skin of their teeth in returning 
the noble Lord opposite, it was proved 
how strongly the tide was running against 
them in the country. 


Now the Government have conducted 
their business this session in a most ex- 
traordinary mannez. ‘They produced an 
elaborate scheme of Redistribution in a 
form which the merest tyro in this House 
condemned. All their plans have been 
upset by this extraordinary blunder, and 
the Redistribution Resolution has been re- 
moved from the Order-book. So weak do 
they feel themselves in the confidence of 
the House that the right hon. Gentleman 
took the unwonted course of summoning 
a meeting of his Party at the Foreign 
Office, and made an ad misericordiam 
appeal to his followers to stay in the House 
and vote for him. As the Leader of the 
Opposition has rightly reminded the 
House, on the very afternoon of 
the day on which that meeting was 


held the Government had to occupy 
about an hour and a- half in 
putting up their followers to talk 


against time before the vote was taken, 
because the Whips informed them that 
there was not a majority of the Govern- 
ment ‘ollowers present. 
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after that the right hon. Gentleman met 
with a defeat in the division lobby. 


What was the meaning and character of 
that defeat? I notice someone spoke of 
asnapdivision. Whatis asnap division’? 
A couple of vears ago my friends suc- 
ceeded in beating the Government in an 
unexpected division in Supply, and the 
right hon. Gentleman instantly took the 
ground that that was a snap division 
and therefore must be disregarded. But 
can the right hon. Gentleman maintain 
that the division on Thurs lay last was a 
snap division? itis superfluous to argue 
the question because of the silence with 
which my statement is met. No one 
is inclined seriously to deny that that was 
a division which was expected, of which 
full notice was given, and that it took 
place in a full House jus’ before midnight. 
It is unnecessary for me to read the ex- 
traordinary whip issued by the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, to whom I cer- 
tainly would be inclined to pay a tribute 
for his most extraordinary devotion to 
work, his constant urbanity under very 
difficult circumstances, and for the suc- 
cess with which he has whipped his men 
so far during the session. The right 
hon. Gentleman, therefore, cannot contend 
that this was a snap division. 


Let me ask what was the subject-matter 
of the division ? I asked the Prime Minister 
a Question as to the tenure of office of 
the present Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
Whatever fate befalls the Government as 
the result of such a division as this, 
I krow of no instance of a great ques- 
tion of Irish administration on which 
a full House has given a hostile vote 
which has not been followed by the re- 
signation of the V.nister or by some 
modification of nis programme. The 
House will remember that the Chief 
Secretary was challenged on the issue 
by him of certain regulations to the 
Estates Commissioners under the Land 
Act. These regulations were denounced 
by hon. Members on this side. I was 
entitled, therefore, to ask the right hon. 
Gentlercan whether they were still to 
be continued in the face of a hostile vote 
against him, ‘Lhe very day after the 
division took place The Times newspaper, 
which held a very serious view of 
the q:estiov, said it was not merely a 
defeat of the Government on an item of 
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Supply, but a defeat on what amounted 
to a Second Reading of an important 
Government measure. The reason for 
that statement was that the Chief 
Secretary had opened the discussion by 
sketching a new amending Land Bill 
for Ireland, and, with the exception of 
the right hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh, there was not a 
word said in favour of that Bill. 
Everybody who spoke condemned it; 
and in the division lobby it was defeated. 


I want to ask with reference to the 
regulations, which have been condemned, 
and also with reference to the Land Bill 
announced, what action the Government 
intend to take in regard to Irish business ? 
The right hon. Gentleman, in his speech, 
quoted again and again from Mr. 
Gladstone. Let me quote for his benefit 
some authorities which ought to have 
great weight with him, because they 
come very near to him personally and 
politically. Here is what the Secretary 
to the Board of Education said with 
reference to a case exactly like this— 

“We must not forget that a possible viola- 
tion of the laws is not the only reason why a 
Minister should retire when it is shown that the 
Government has lost the confidence of the 
House or the country. Ministers are not only 
Ministers of the Crown, but they represent the 
public opinion of the United Kingdom, and 
when they cease to represent public opinion 
they become a mere group of personages. They 
may have to deal with disorders at home or 
hostile manifestations abroad. They would 
have to meet these with the knowledge that 
they had not the confidence or support of the 
country; and their opponents at home and 
abroad would know that too.” 


Why, a most contemptible attempt has 
been made in the public Press to main- 
tain this Government in office because, 
forsooth, of some great foreign and 
Imperial interests! 


*THeE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University) 
was understood to say that the hon, and 
learned Gentleman should quote the next 
paragraph, because it was there stated 
that the Ministry ceased to be 
entitled to hold office when it ceased to 
represent public opinion as represented 
by Parliament. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: T do not 
think that I misrepresent the right hon. 


Mr, John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 





80 


Defeat. 


Gentleman at all. He says they should 
retire when they have lost the confidence 
of the House or of the country. 


*Sin WILLIAM ANSON: It remains 
to be seen whether the Government 
have lost the confidence of the House or 
of the country, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The hon, 
Gentleman interrupts not to correct an 
inaccuracy, but to make an argument, 
and we will be glad to listen to him when 
the time comes for him to make a speech. 
A most contemptible appeal has been 
made to the public opinion of the 
country to keep the present Government 
in office for certain great foreign and Im- 
perial reasons. A more dishonest sham 
was never made. What right has the 
Prime Minister to arrogate to himself —— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not refer 
to foreign affairs, either directly or 
indirectly, in the speech which I made, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman must be aware that I 
have been referring to the contemptible 
appeal which has been made to public 
opinion by every Conservative newspaper 
in London and the provinces. Moreover, 
if I am to judge of the speech made by 
the right hen. Gentleman at the Foreign 
Office by the apparently communicated 
reports which have appeared in his own 
newspapers, he himself made that appeal 
to his own Party when he said that in 
addition to the inconvenience of the 
season a general election would be fatal 
to great Imperial interests, [Cries of 
“ Answer now.”] What right has the 
right hon. Gentleman to arrogate to 
himself the sole ability to carry on 


foreign affairs in the future? What 
right has he to declare that he 
is the sole possessor of sufficient 


integrity, virtue, and patriotism to 
safeguard the interests of his own 
country ¢ The pretence is a sham, and 





in my opinion a most dishonest sham. 
Let me quote the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. Dealing with the Liberal 
Government of 1895, he said— 

“ Whatever we do, let it be distinctly under- 
stood that the date of the dissolution cannot 
be far distant. I do not know whether you 
have watched the efforts of a courageous but 
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inexperienced cyclist, practising along a high 
road, i 
course, now falling on one side, now on the 
other. You look at him, and wonder when 
the catastrophe will arrive. You cannot pro- 
phesy with any assurance ; you cannot foresee 
with security what is the particular obstacle 
that will finally demolish him, but you see 
with absolute assurance that the obstacle 
cannot be far distant. It may be a Welsh 
ditch to the right, or an Trish bog to the left.” 

Here let me interject the remark that 
there is something peculiarly gratifying 
and appropriite in the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman, immediately 
after his attempt to rob Ireland of a 
part of her representation, should have 
made the acquaintance: of what he calls 
here “an Irish bog.” Then he goes on— 

“Three or four more by-elections of the 
kind we have recently experienced — will 
be sutlicient, without any House of Commons 
tactics at all, to do for the present Government 
what [ think the whole country desires should 
he done for them, viz., to put them out of their 
pain. Common humanity suggests such a 
course, and I do not believe that even their 


most sanguine friends desire that a career | 


so full of humiliation, so beset with dangers, 
should be unduly prolonged.” 


I commend to the right hon. Gentle- 
man his own words, which apply far 
more fairly to the present situation than 
to that with reference to which he used 
them. He said that a very little more 
of the hostility of by-elections would 
be sufficient to end the Government. 
Yes, he was right; he knew the Govern- 
ment with which he was dealing. But 
we cannot trust to any number of by- 
elections to drive the right hon. Gentle- 
man from his position long after he has 
lost the confidence of the country. We 
‘annot say that it will be sufficient 
without any House of Commons 
tactics; we cannot trust to public 
opinion to drive the present Government 
out. Therefore, I believe it is the duty 
of all those who are in earnest in this 
matter to band themselves together to 
make the continued life of this Govern- 
ment in this Parliament impossible. 


I may be told that I am threatening un- 
constitutional action. 
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| According to the Constitution of America, 
when the President of the United States 
is elected he forms his Cabinet and holds 
office for four vears irrespective of whether 
or not he commands the confidence of the 
Legislature. But the Constitution of this 
country is different. The spirit of the 
Constitution of this country is that the 
breath of the nostrils of Ministers is the 
confidence of the country and the public 
opinion behind it, and the moment that 
confidence is withdrawn a Ministry has 
no right or title to sit upon that bench. 
[ say that the continuance in office of 
the present Government is a violation of 
the spirit of the Constitution, and for my 
part [ believe it is the duty of all who 
value that Constitution to use every 
| means that may be- effective and at hand 
to drive the right hon. Gentleman from 
the position he occupies. I speak as a 
Free Lance, and my right hon. friends 
above the gangway must forgive me if, 
speaking for my-elf and my colleagues 
' alone, I give perfectly candid expression 
to my conception of the constitutional 
duty which rests upon them. We are 
near the end of the session. If this had 
occurred earlier in the session it would 
have been easy for the Opposition to 
have brought the Government of the 
country by the present Ministry to a 
standstill. It is notso easy, I say, now, 
but still, in my opinion, it is possible, and 
I conceive it to be the duty of every 
man who loves the Constitution of this 
country, and of every man who is sincere 
when he professes a desire to drive the 
Government from office. I am_ not 
in the counsels of the Opposition and 
I know not what they may do, but 


this much I can promise —that so 
far as my colleagues and myself 


are concerned we will give and take no 
quarter, We will fight this out on small 
matters as well as on large, day and 
night, so long as this session lasts, and 
I believe that if that spirit animated the 
| Opposition as a whole they would make 
short work of this Government of shreds 
and patches. 


whole foundation of the present posi- | 


Government is  uncon- 


attempting 


tion of the 
stitutional. They are 


tion of the rights and liberties of the 
people and to change the very essence 
of the Constitution of this country. 


to 
turn the Septennial Act into a limita-| 


| *Srr J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he had never heard so extra- 
ordinary and unprecedented a doctrine as 
that just laid down to the effect that the 
opinion of the House of Commons was 
|no test of the position and rightsTof a 
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Government. It struck at the very root 
of Parliamentary government. The 
Members of the House of Commons were 
not chargeable with desiring to prolong the 
life of the present Parliament for fear of 
meeting their constituents, and he be- 
leved the country generally would reject 
such an imputation. They had seen 
majorities in support of great and popular 
Ministers fall away when the action of 
those Ministers had failed to command 
the confidence of the House of Commons, 
but the fact that the present Government 
had been sustained generally by majorities 
practically equivalent to the difference 
between the Parties was a proof that they 
had not lost the confidence of the House, 
and that those who were their supporters 
in the past remained their supporters now. 
They were discussing a vote of want of 
confidence which was not on the lines 
they had anticipated. For the last two 
months a vote of censure had been 
threatened, impugning the conduct and 
the position of the Government, but it 
had been put off, first for one cause and 
then another, and it was only in the 
middle of last week that the Leader of 
the Opposition reminded the Prime 
Minister of his promise and asked for an 
early date to move a vote of censure. 
That day had arrived, and now they were 
told that the vote of censure by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Berwick 
would not be proceeded with. The 
Opposition at the present moment was 
being led by the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford, and the Leader 
of the Opposition hardly touched the 
subject at all. 


The speech of the First Lord of 
the Treasury had been followed by an 
attack upon the whole policy of the 
Government by the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford, who said that 
those sitting on the Ministerial side were 
not inharmony. He had singled out as 
an example the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bristol, but the House 
knew very well that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not a man who would 
vote against his own conscience and 
opinions, and he had consistenily 
supported the Government, being satis- 
fied by their attitude. The hon. and 
learned Member had talked about 
the unanimous condemnation of the 


Sir J. Fergusson 
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Government at by-elections, but upon 
this point there had been much 
exaggeration. It was true that a 
majority of the by-elections had been 
decided against the Government, but 
that was not an uncommon occurrence 
when a Government had been in office 
for a considerable number of years, 
The hon. and learned Member said that 
the Government supporters were elected 
uponthe ery for the prosecution of the war, 
but he could say from h's own experience 
that that was not the case. At the 
last election his own majority was 
considerably larger than it had ever 
been before, but in his constitueacy 
the election was influenced by the 
education question, and he received a 
considerable number of Catholic votes. 
Tie Government had passed measures of 
the highest importance, and he believed 
that when the electors realised the 
importance of the legislation carried by 
the Government, the result would be 
somewhat different from that which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite had predicted. 
Those who had supported the Irish Land 
Act passed by the present Government, 
which was a great and liberal measure, 
were very much surprised at the atti- 
tude which was now being taken up by 
the Nationalist Party, but he supposed 
the Redistribution Bill was the head 
of their offending. With 
regard to what the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford had said about 
Redistribution, no doubt the _ pro- 
posals of the Government would, if 
carried, reduce the number of the Irish 


‘representatives by one-fifth, and that 


must be distasteful to them; but those 
proposals were based, not upon a desire 
to reduce the influence of Ireland in the 
House of Commons, but because Ireland 


/ happened! to be at the present moment 


over-represented. 


The other night hon. Members re- 
presenting Ireland brought forward a 
matter which they had _ at heart, 
and supported it with their whole 
Party, but the supporters of the Govern- 
ment did not then fully realise the 
importance of the occasion. There had 
been a dull debate on that occasion, and 
he was not very much surprised that 
some of the supporters of the Govern- 
went did not take the questios, very 
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seriously. Usually, by the custom of 
Parliament, when a matter had been 
fully debated, a division was taken, but 
day after day, recently, hon. Members 
opposite had deliberately got up on the 
stroke of 7.30 and talked the question 
out in order to bring on a division just 
after nine o’clock, when the supporters 
of the Government were not present in 
full strength. It was impossible to 
overlook the fact that an effort was 
now being made to forse the Govern- 
ment to resign, Votes of want of 
confidence in the Government had 
often been threatened but they had 
seldom been proceeded with, and the 
Prime Minister had always been willing 
to give opportunities for such Motions, 


Important interests were concerned in 
a change of Government, and he was one 
of those who firmly believed that the 
foreign affairs of this country had been 
managed by the Government with un- 
qualified success. The country owed a 
great deal to the Government for the 
way in which they had managed the 
foreign affairs of this country, and 
if hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
unmindful of the success in that regard 
which had attended the efforts of the 
Government they were about the onlv 
Parliament in Europe who were not 
sensible of it. This session no oppor- 
tunitv had been lost of attacking the 
Government and forcing divisions until 
it had been at last suggested in the 
House that a new Standing Order 
should be made to give every Monday 
for a vote of censure. The only result 
of that course of action had been to 
draw the Unionist Party more closely 
together in their desire to present a 
resolute front to hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. He believed that that resolute 
front would be maintained to the end, 
and that the Government would always 
be supported by a united and resolute 
Party. 


*Mr. ASQUITH; who was indistinctly 
heard, said: I have listened with 
care as well as with interest to 
the speech of the Prime Minister, 
and I confess that when the right 
hon. Gentleman sat down he left 
me in a state of considerable mental! 
bewilderment. The right hon. Gentle- 


{24 Juny 1905} 





Defeat. 86 


man rose amid the remorseful cheers 
of the penitent unpaired, and he sat 
down, as far as I could discover, amid 
a general sigh of relief from that still 
larger number of his supporters who 
know that dissolution means to them a 
sentence of electoral death. But, as 
I have said, I find myself in a con- 
dition of considerable mental bewilder- 
ment. In the first place, the right hon. 
Gentleman ended without even making 
the declaration which it was the pro- 
fessed purpose of his rising to make, 
and it is only by inference from his 
predecents and general arguments that 
we are able to arrive at the conclusion 
that the Government intend, so far 
and so long as it can, never to resign, 
and never to dissolve. 


There was another matter in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech as to which I 
remained and still remain in the greatest 
possible obscurity, and that is what are 
the conceivable conditions which, in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s opinion, render 
it constitutionally improper for a 
Government to retain office. We have 
in this case, as has been pointed out, 
the plainest possible signs, at any rate, 
of two states of things. In the first 
place, it cannot be denied that the 
Government have lost the confidence, 
if it ever possessed it since the time of 
the election during the war, of the great 
majority of the people of this country. 
The Secretary to the Board of Education 
was bold enough to interject the observa- 
tion a short time ago—‘ That remains 
to be seen.” I think it is seen by every- 
body except the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man himself. If he is in doubt on a 
matter of such vital importance and 
keen interest to the country, why does 
he not join with us in urging upon his 
colleagues in the Government the ex- 
pediency and propriety of at the earliest 
possible moment putting the question to 
the test? But it is also plain since the 
vote of last Thursday that the Govern- 
ment cannot count at any rate on the 
continuous confidence of a majority of 
this House. I will not refer again 
to the special circumstances which pre- 
ceded and attended that vote—the 
Foreign Office meeting, the appeals 
of the Prime Minister, the urgent whip, 
the full House, the late hour of the evening 
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when the vote was taken, the importance} *Mr. ASQUITH: I am speaking of 
sre a com-/|the precedent of 1873-74, and taking 





bination of circumstances which renders 
it impossible even for ingenuity to mis- 
construe the meaning of that vote. The 
fact is the vote is an indication that the 
Government have lost the support and 
confidence of the larger proportion of 
their followers. Yet it is under these 
circumstances that the Prime Minister 
represents it to us that it is the duty 
of the Government—he put it no less | 
high than that—to retain office, and | 
not to appeal to the country 





Now I should like to examine by what 
chain of argument the right hon. Gentle- 
man arrives at that conclusion. The | 
larger part of his speech dealt with what I | 
may call, without offence I hope, an anti- 
quatian retrospect. He went back to the 
time of the Melbourne Ministry, a Ministry 
which I always thought was notorious 
in history for its tenacity of office under | 
all conditions, and he produced for our | 
benefit a number of fossils from the | 
political museum by way of precedents, | 
But the right hon. Gentleman failed to | 
give us a single case, and I do not think | 
that either the Prime Minister or any of 
his colleagues could give us the case of a_ 
Ministry which during three years—for it | 
is exactly three years since the right hon. | 
Gentleman became head of the Govern- | 
ment—has never been ina condition, not | 
during a single month, in which it could 
appeal with confidence to the electors of | 
the country, The voice of by-election after 
by-election, from the very day that the | 
right hon. Gentleman assumed his present 
office down to the present moment, has 
pointed continuously and consistently 
to one conclusion, The only precedent 
to which he refers which bore even a 
superficial resemblance to present circum- 
stances was that of Mr, Gladstone in 
1873-74, and there, as has been pointed 
out, the right hon. Gentleman entirely 
misrepresented its meaning. For Mr. 
Gladstcne did the very two things neither 
of which the right hon. Gentleman will 
consent to do. What are those two 
things? In the first place, when Mr. 
Gladstone was defeated by a vote of the 
House in 1873, he resigned office. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
feated twice in 1872. 
Mr. Asquith, 


Ife was de- 





| people have different standards. 


sidered that a vital question. 
| Gladstone did two things neither of which 


| hon. Gentleman will not do. 
'So that the precedent of 1873-74 is 


that precedent, I say, in the first place, 
that Mr.Gladstone, when defeate d, resigned 
office. Will he follow that example ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am loth to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 
when he appeals to me so pointedly [ 
must remind him that the division on 
which Mr. Gladstone resigned in 1873 was 
a division which he himself said was 
vital. 

*Mr. ASQUITH: Of course, different 
In this 
instance a division takes place two nights 


| after the Prime Minister hus taken the 


pains to summon his followers, which I 


|am not aware that Mr. Gladstone did in 


1873. He summons his followers, and 
explains to them that it was vital to the 
fortunes of the Government that they 
should give continuous attendance, and 
yet within two nights he is defeated upon 
/a most important vote, traversing the 
'whole Irish policy of the Government. 
Certainly Mr. Gladstone would have con- 
I said Mr. 


the right hon. Gentleman willdo. In the 
first place when defeated by a vote of 
the House he resigned. In the second 
place, we have it on record, that when 
after resuming office during the remaining 
months of 1873, he found by-election 


after by-election was going against him, 


he did the other thing which the right 
He dissolved. 


in point in precisely the opposite 
sense to that for which the nght hon. 
Gentleman contends. You have lost the 
confidence of the House, and you have 
also lost the confidence of the country, and 
there are two courses, and two courses 
only, open to you, as Mr. Gladstone’s 
precedent shows. 


When the right hon, Gentleman 
was finishing off his precedents he 
said that at any rate there were no 
dissensions in the Cabinet. Well, Sir, 
when you have got rid by a gradual but 
effective process of every independent- 
mind in the Cabinet it is not to be expected 
that you should be much embarrassed 
by Cabinet troubles. There is another 
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circumstance on which I think the right 
hon. Gentleman rather prides himself, 
and which, I believe, formed the staple 
of his appeal to his Party—namely, the 
terrible consequences which may ensue if 
foreign relations are taken out of the 
hands of Gentlemen who sit on the front 
bench opposite and another order of 
Statesmen take their place. On 
that point I will quote once more what 
the hon. and learnel Member for 
Waterford has already cited—from Sir 
W. Anson’s work on the Constitution— 
“It is possible for a Ministry to remain in 
office a considerable time after undergoing 


defeat on a vote of censure without any risk of 
breaking the law.” 


And he adds— 


“but the practical and vital objection against 
such action on the part of a Ministry will be 
found in the weakness of its position if it had 
to «iscuss criticai diplomatic questions with 
foreign Powers.” 


That is the position which the Govern- 
ment of the Prime Minister is going to 
occupy in the next few months. I sug- 
gest to the House as the real justification, 
the real intention, of the policy now 
announced this evening that the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends, in 


defiance of the opinion of the country | 
and after deliberately flouting a con- | 


sidered vote of the House, are going to 
spend a few more inglorious months in 
possession of office in order to tinker 


with the fiscal question, with a result, I | 


am afraid, that may tend grievously 
to mislead the Colonies, to present 
this United Kingdom in the Councils of 
Kurope with a disparaged and discredited 
authority, and at the same time to pre- 
pare the way for gerrymandering the con- 
stituencies of Great Britain and Ireland. 

The right hon. Gentleman the other 
night, after the vote was given, spoke of 
dignity and of the necessity of maintaining 
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the trust which the nation has reposed in 
them, and that they will be considered 
from this day forward till the time of 
their political death as a Government 
which is deprived of all moral and con- 
stitutional authority. 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) asked 

whether the right hon.” Gentleman 
seriously contended that their dignity 
would be augmented by the Government 
takingaction on the result of amere chance 
division. Did the right hon, Gentleman 
put the vote on Thursday forward as 
one that represented in any degree the 
opinion of the House? So far from 
the Government having lost the con- 
tidence of those wh» supported it, there 
was no time in the last two years when the 
Government had been in possession of so 
loyal a majority. In the historical criti- 
cism offered on the Prime Minister’s 
speech, the right hon. Gentleman had not 
cited an instance of a previous Govern- 
ment which had resigned on a snap divi- 
sion, or if hon. Members objected to the 
word snap he would say a false 
| division, because it in no sense repre- 
‘sented the considered and permanent 
opinion of the House. If hon. Members 
doubted the considered opinion of the 
House, let them take a division that 
‘evening and then state what the 
‘real opinion of the House was. He 
insisted that the point of historical 
interest raised by the present position 
of affairs was the constitutional im- 
portance of snap divisions, coutending 
that the position of the House in the 
country would not be enhanced 
by chance divisions like that of last week 
superseding and over-riding votes of 
|censure and votes of confidence placed 
| before the House by the Government. 


| 





| Nothing could be more dangerous to the 





some ideal stanlard. Had we not better | proper administration of Government 
leave dignity out of the question? The | affairs than that those who were respon- 
two practical courses open to the right | sible to the country should be frightened 
hon. Gentleman after the incident of last | by a chance division of that kind; a divi- 
week were either to resign or to dissolve. | sion which did not reflect the considered 
He has tuken neither course. Butin tak- | opinion of the House. The opinion which 
ing the course which the Government are | was formed with regard to the desirability 
now taking, I venture to predict that | of the Government resigning office surely 
they will be convicted and condemned, | depended largely on what were the 
not merely beiore the bar of public causes which brought sbout the vote 
opinion in this country, but before the | upon which the Government was defeated. 
tribunal of history, for the betrayal of| It was surely not contended that the 
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decision of last week in the division 
lobbies was produced either by adivision 
of opinion in the Conservative and 
Unionist Parties or any discontent at 
the action the Government had taken. 
It was produced solely by the excessive 
confidence engendered among the sup- 
porters of the Government by the great 
success of the Party meeting earlier in the 
week. Party meetings did always too much 
or too little. Members of theUnionistParty 
found that the entire Party was so deter- 
mined to act inunison that they over-rated 
their strength and placed too great a 
reliance each upon the other and too lowan 


The Government 


estimate upon the tactics of hon. Gentle- | 


men opposite. The Prime Minister in 
the action he had now taken had pot 
only done that which was best in the 


interests of the Empire, but he had also | 
established a most important and far- | 
reaching constitutional precedent; a 


precedent which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would no doubt profit by at no distant 
date. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said it 
had often been said that nothing ever 
happened in the House but the un- 
expected. The hon. Member to whom 
they had just listened had the good 
fortune to be brother of the hon. 
Member for Sheffield, who had just left 
the House. It was a long time since 
the House had heard the hon. Member 
and his brother in such close agreement. 
They had always been accustomed to 
look upon the hon. Member for Exeter as 
an antidote to the poison distilled by the 
hon. Member for Sheffield. In looking at 
the views of these two hon. Members he 
had always marvelled at the economy 
of nature which had contrived to grow 
from a single stock the nettle and the 
dock. They represented different schools 
of thought and of Party action ; but to-day | 
they found common ground in doi g all | 
they possibly could to arrest a dissolution | 
of Parliament and an early appeal to the | 
people. But, whatever might be thought | 
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| decision he had come to by moving the 
_ adjournment. 

| 

| In considering whether any particular 
set of circumstances in the House or the 
_ Unionist Party necessarily involved resig. 
'nation or dissolution, he submitted that 
‘the House ought to look at all the 
‘collective circumstances involving a 
decision one way or the other. The 
decision of the Prime Minister ignor 
the yote of last week, but this act di 
not standalone. It was the last and latest 
link in a long chain of events which, 
taken together, constituted a Parliamen.- 
tary and political situation which, in his 
belief, was without parallel, The 
‘last Parliament was dissolved eighteen 
months before the time allotted by the 
Septennial Act, although the Government 
was supported by a good majority. Now 
they saw a Parliament, without public 
‘support outside, and a Government 
defeated on a vote in the House, being 
carried on by the Prime Minister to the 
'full limit of its legal time. The first 
maxim of constitutional doctrine deducible 
from the right hon. Gentleman’s action 
was that public opinion should never be 
‘consulted when it was adverse to the 
Government ; but if a majority could be 
| snatched on the spur of the moment, then 
‘the Government was justified in asking 
|the Sovereign to dissolye. The last 
‘general election was a national verdict, 
'and it had been used for the unmingled 
| purposes of Party. The power given to 
| Lord Salisbury had been assumed by 
another with whom the nation had not 
| yet had any direct dealings, and whose 
character the House had only gradually 
and lately discovered. That power was 
being arbitrarily exercised by a new 
Cabinet long afterall the men of light and 
leading who were the strength of the 
Conservative Party had dissociated them- 
selves from the Government. The new 
Government had raised vast new contro- 
versies in the most reckless manner, and, 
having done so, they had displayed much 
perverted ingenuity in preventing the 
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of the decision of the Prime Minister H . re 
( , > | House from arriving ata decis 3 
few would question its memorable and | 8 a on ae 


lasting importance. The right hon.; ‘here had beenan stkenenianaitaet eaten 

Gentleman had recognised the importanze | by-elections, which had filled even those 

of the occasion and of his speech, and had | in whoge favour they had gone with won- 

followed his speech by affording the | der, but as the Government had grown 

House an opportunity to discuss the weak in the country, their methods in 
Sir Edgar Vincent, 
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the House of Commons had become 
violent. Every rebuff inflicted on the 


Ministry had been turned on the House | 
of Commons. They had had to pay by | 


the loss of their liberties in the House of 
Commons for the assertion of national 
opinion. Supply and the whole of their 
controversial legislation had been carried 


by the guillotine, and no one could | 
| difficult 


possibly doubt that they had the 
gravest reason for 
Parliamentarians of the treatment to 


Prime Minister. But the right hon. 
Gentleman said that the opinion of the 
country did not matter, and that as long 
ashe was master of the 
Commons he was entitled to go on. But 
“the master of the House of Commons” 


had found it necessary to organise boy- | 


cotts against the House, to absent him- 
self from important debates, and to 
abandon resistance begun by himself 
against Resolutions directly censuring his 
conduct, which Resolutions now stood 
upon the Journals of the House. The 
Government had now been defeated in the 
House of Commons in a very important 
division, and as the Prime Minister 
persisted in refusing to accept the con- 
sequences of that vote there arose 
the gravest constitutional situation. 
Their unwritten constitution was one 
which reqvired the observance of good 
faith and moral obligation on the part 
of those who worked it. They were 
confronted with the plain and naked 
assertion that a Minister having a 
majority which would at intervals vote 
him confidence was entitled to use that 


majority to the utmost limit which the | 


Constitution allowed. That was the as- 
sertion which was made, and it was one 
which should be carefully and severely 
examined. 


There were other reasons which it ap- 
peared had weighed with the Prime Minis- 
ter far more than the historical precedents 
he had given. The first was the condition 
of foreign affairs. It was odd how much 
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complaining as | 
' ducted. 
which they had been subjected by the | 


House of | 
‘they had no power to perform. Then 
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with the crisis—a Government defeated 
in the House of Commons and imploring 
its supporters to give them the support 
which would enable them to carry on 
the session to an end, those supporters 
acceding because they knew that when 
an election occurred they would return 
no more. That was the Government by 
which they were to be represented in 
and important negotiations 
which, they were told, were being con- 
What a situation in which to ask 
the Prime Ministers to come from all parts 
of the Empire to meet a Government 


| 

| 

: 

| who must soon be ej-cted from office, 
| 

| 


| and who were ready to offer what they had 
no right to give and to promise what 


August, it was said, was an unsuitable 
month for dissolution. If it were only 
June, before villadom had gone for its 
holidays! He wondered whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would find a 
suitable month to dissolve. All months 
would look rather unsuitable when they 
came close. August was a hot month, 
but would October be better? It would 
be bleak and cold, and it might be a 
‘loud and roaring month—a month in 
which it would be quite unsuitable for 
Ministers to turn out of the shelter of 
Downing Street. The House separated 
‘under a vague suggestion vhat the 
| dissolution was to be held in October; he 
| was sure that when October arrived one 
'of these grave complications in foreign 
‘affairs would arise, and they would be 
told that the existence of the Empire 
depended on the situation being 
| controlled by the master hand of the only 
| man whe exhibited the virtues of 
| patriotism. They would be told to 
‘defer the election until February, or 
April, or until the last possible month 
when the right hon. Gentleman could 
persuade his followers to give him 
the scanty and grudging support they 
accorded to him, 








They had been told ad nauseam of the 
sacrifices which the Prime Minister made. 





more acute foreign affairs had become|The hon. Member did not deny that 
since the fiscal controversy arose. The} there had been sacrifices. The House 
gravest crisis in foreign affairs always | ought not to under-rate or deny those 
seemed to coincide with some Party | sacrifices. Some of them must have been 
embarrassment in the House. But if| very galling toa proud man. There were, 
foreign affairs were critical, what a| first, sacrifices of leisure, and then sacri- 
precious Government they had to deal| fices of dignity. For two years the 
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Government of this country had been 
conducted ad interim. All the public 
Departments had been carried on from 
day to day and from hand to mouth, 
and it was difficult to exaggerate the 
damage done in consequence to adminis- 
trative efficiency. Then there was the 
sacrifice of reputation. He had a great 
respect for the intelligence of the Prime 
Minister—almost as great as for the 
character of the Home Secretary; and 
he could not suppose that the six 
volumes of dummy addresses recently 
presented to the Prime Minister bv his 
directions concealed from him the 
great change which had come over his 
reputation in the country and in the 
House. For some years the right hon. 
Gentleman led the House by the respect 
and affection with which he was regarded 


in all quarters. In future he would not | 


continue to lead the House by the respect 


and affection of the Opposition at least. | 


The sacrifices which oftice entailed the 
right hon. Gentleman imposed also on 
his most intimate frends and_ rela- 
tives. It had been written that the 


right hon. Gentleman stood between pride | 


and duty. Pride said ‘‘go”; but duty 
said ‘‘stay.”’ The right hon. Gentleman 
always observed the maxim of a modern 
writer that whenever an Englishman 
took or kept anything he wanted, he did 
it from a high sense of duty. 


He would like to ask the attention of 
the House for a moment to the magna- 
nimity of the Prime Minister. 
to appreciate that magnanimity it was 
necessary to examine the conduct of 
the Unionist Party. Their conduct to 
the Prime Minister had been characterised 
by a certain ingratitude. They knew he 
was in a difficult position; and, in spite 
of all warnings, they left the right hon. 
Gentleman in the lurch, an object of 
derision and a spectacle of ignominy 
to his political opponents. This was 
the Minister who for their sake in- 
vented the dinner hour, who arranged 
with his subordinates that obstruction 
should be practised from nine o’clock 
till eleven so that they should not be 
hurried, who secured them the longest 
holidays which Parliament had ever 
enjoyed, and who was at the present 
moment struggling in the face of odds 
to secure an adjournment of the House 


Mr. Churchill. 


{COMMONS} 


In order | 





Defeat. 


in time for August 12th. This was 
the man who sent them at ali hours 
of the day urgent telegrams requesting 
their attendance, at the public expense, 
Nevertheless, these hon. Gentlemen 
deserted the Prime Minister in the hour 
of need. The harm which was done on 
that occasion was irreparable. It was 
all very well for hon. Gentlemen to be 
penitent now; it was all very well for 
hon. Gentlemen to be penitent when they 
were barked back to heel by a jackal 
tribe of Jingo newspapers. The injury 
was complete and listing. The dignity 
ofa Prime Minister, like a lady’s virtue, 
was not susceptible of partial diminution. 
On Friday last a round-robin to the 
Prime Minister was signed by a number 
of Members. It was a stranger petition 
than had ever been sent in modern times 
by members of a representative body to 
the head of the Government. What was 
the burden of their prayer? ‘Save us 
'from our fellow-countrymen, whatever 
happens, let us have no dissolution; 
under no circumstances levve us to the 
mercy Of those we profess to represent; 
for God’s sake stand between us and our 
constituents, if only for a month.” He 
wondered whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Birmingham had 
signed that round-robin. If he had, it 
would be a deplorable instance of the 
weakness of mankind, for he hed gone 
about the country saying that he, at any 
| rate, was eager for a dissolution. Why 
did the right hon. Gentleman not put 
that pressure on the Prime Minister which 
he could so easily put upon him to ensure 
that autumn dissolution which would 
enable him to bring his cause to the only 
test by which it could be judged? The 
magnanimity of the Prime Minister con- 
sisted in the fact that he practised the 
virtue of forgiveness. Whereas another 
Prime Minister might have taken a petty 
revenge on his followers and resigned 
office, the present Prime Minister at 
their appeal consented to continue the 
Government. 
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The Member for Waterford the other 
day exclaimed, “ The farce is ended.” 
He was wrong. The farce had been 
encored. By special request the per- 
formance would recommence. Suitably 
attired in the character of Pooh-Bah, 
the Prime Minister would resume those 
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intricate negotiations with the Govern- | 


ment of Japan in which he was sup 

posed to be engaged at the present time. 
His brother would return to the elibora- 
tion of those schemes of Redistribution 
which, if they reached their logical con- 

clusion, would secure the continuance of 
the Government in office until a very late 

period next year. The Home Secretary 
would once again place his commanding | 
abilities at the disposal of the Crown. 

The Lord Chancellor would turn with a 

weary sigh to the further administration 

of judicial patronage, the Secretary for 

India would resume, just at the point, 
where it might have been interrupted, his | 
edifying dispute with the Viceroy, and 

the Secretary for War would once again 

meet his Army Council—who almost 
thought they had seen the last of him— 
and would persevere with his plans for 
cncouraging and improving the Volun- 

teers until the Volunteers had reached a 

total of 180,000. When he reflected upon 
th» circumstances by which the Con- 

s tvative Party were brought together 
upon the basis establ'shed by the Reform 

Bills of 1867 and 1885, and upon the 
great battles desperately fought and 
narrowly won by that Party, it was a 
marvel, melancholy even for an opponent 
io contemplate, to see that Party 
squandered irretrievably amid such floods 
‘f utter hypocrisy and cant. 


He did not think the Opposition had 
any cause to regret the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s decision. Every day a minority 
he'd offi:e before a general election was a 
day of danger and probably a day of 
‘os. The inestimable value of the 
situation created by the vote of last 
Thursday and the spee'h of the Prime 
Minister that day must be apparent to 
anyone who wou'd have to address the 
constituencies in future, and perhaps 
take part in the next election. What- 
ever might be said, they were face 
to face with what was morally and 
practically a constitutional break-down. 
They were confronted with the spectacle 
of a Minister who was resolved to rule 
without the pretence of public support 
from the nation and in defiance of an 
adverse vote of the Ilcuso of Cei- 
mons. Those who betieved m the 
doctrine that Governments derived their 
just powers from ‘she onsen’ ‘0’ ° the 
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governed were bound to resist the con- 
tinuation of this situation by every 
means in their power. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford in the 
course of his intervention in the debate 
proclaimed that it was his intention to 
fight inch by inch this session to its 
conclusion. He hoped the hon. and 
learned Gentleman would make that 
proclamation good. The humiliations of 
the Government were not yet ended; 
and opportunities remained, numerous 
and various, for pressing these. He 
believed that if every Member who 
resented the action taken by the right 
hon. Gentleman would fight him inch by 
inch and word by word the session could 
not be concluded at all by this Ministry. 
And he was sure that public opinion 
outside the House would approve and 
acclaim any action which might be 
taken by the constitutional Opposition 
to terminate a situation which was as 
dangerous as it was disgraceful, and to 
dismiss from unlawful power a Minister 
who had flouted the traditions of Parlia- 
ment and dishonoured the service of the 
Crown. 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): When the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford speaks for the Irish Mem- 
bers, [am bound to follow at some time or 


another and speak for those that I 


represent, and that is not a very in- 
significant Party. I listened with 
attention to the speech of the right hon. 
(rentleman the Member for East Fife. 
It was a speech which brought back to 
my mind the memories of lng past 
vears. I have been a Member of this 
House for a very long time, and I have 
heard speeches made by both Parties 
when it suited them, but I never knew 
a Government which had the confidence 
of the Opposition, and I have never known 
an Opposition which did not point out 
to the Government of the day that it 
had lost the confidence of the country. 
I have no doubt when the time arrives 
for the present Ministerialists to cross 
the floor of the House they will make 
use of the same arguments. 


} have listened with attention to the 
speech of the Member for Waterford. On 
Thursday night that hon. Member sp >ke 


almost with yioleiee, and certiinly wth 
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excitement, and appeared to be the new 
Leader of the Radical Party. To-day I 
see that he is not the Leader but the 
master of the Radical Party. Members 
of the Front Opposition Bench talk 
about what they intend to do in the 
future, but what they will actually 
do depends upon the advice given by the 
hon, Member for Waterford. The hon. 
Member says that the Government have 
lost the confidence of the House. Then 
why do the Opposition not divide ? 
a matter of fact, the last thing the Oppo- 
sition want is a deciding vote. The 
supporters of the Government ask 
for a division. I do not call the divi- 
sion of Thursday night a snap division, 
I look upon it in a very serious light. 
But whatever may have been the causes 
of the abstention of Unionist Members, 
it was certainly not because they had 
lost confidence in the Prime Minister. 
Speaking for my Unionist colleages from 
Ireland, and indeed for all Unionists, 
I would say that their confidence in | 
the Prime Minister has not wavered | 
one jot. All Governments make mistakes, | 
This Government has made mistakes | 
and the next will do likewise. But 
the Unionist Party still regard the 
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| CotoneL SAUNDERSON : Which arose 
out of the Bill, AllI can say is this, that 
my colleagues and myself, and I know 
that I speak for every law-abiding man in 
Ireland in this matter, have not had a 
Chief Secretary for years past in whom 
they have had more implicit confidence. 
He has one very great quality which fits 
| him for his post, namely, untiring deter- 
mination. If hon. Membe:s opposite who 
represent Ireland spoke with open minds 








As | a8 well as open mouths they would agree 


with me when I say that Irishmen admire 
a great man, a courageous, and deter- 
mined man. My right hon. friend has 
shown, to my mind, that he is fully aware 
of what Ireland requires, and that he is 
determined that law and order shall be 
preserved. It is most monstrous that 
this House should say that because of the 
vote the other night the Government 
should resign. ‘The longer the right hon. 
Gentleman governs the beiter for the 
country. All I can say is that, whatever 
course the Government takes, I and my 
colleagues are not in the least afraid to 
meet our constituents. Whether that 
visit takes place next October or next 
year, and whether the Party now in 
power is turned out of office by a 








Prime Minister as deserving of their| majority of the other side or not, the 
heartiest support. The Member for! right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
Waterford has attacked the Govern- will always receive the support of the 
ment for not maintaining the Constitu- minority of which I am a member. 
tion—that Constitution which he has 
tried to wreck. Ihope from that remark 
that, after all, constitutional instincts are 
gradually finding their way into the 
hon. Member’s heart. 


| 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he never listened to a 
speech such as that which had just 
| been delivered without feelings of great 

I want to know of any case within sorrow. Nothing filled him with greater 
the last fifty or a hundred years of a) sorrow than seeing an Irishman rejoice 
Government resigning with a majority | at the misfortunes of Ireland, and 
of seventy in the House of Commons, that was the spectacle to which they 
I see no constitutional reason for re- | had heen treated by the hon. and gallant 
signing. The hon, Member says that Gentleman the Member for North 
even if the Government do not resign; Armagh. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland | man had been able to comfort the Prime 
should resign because a Bill he has! Minister by saying that although the 
introduced has been rejected. In that} House of Commons had censured the 
case the Chancellor of the Exchequer) Government on the vote given last 
should also resign, The whole Govern- Thursday, they had the support of the 
ment should resign, because the whole | Orange Party. The hon. and gallant 
Government are responsible for the | Gentleman recurred to the point with 


Bill. | regard =to the position of the Chief 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Ty1une, §.); Secretary. That right hon. Gentleman 
What Bill? The division was on the Vote introduced within two years of what was 
for the Land Commissioners ? | to be the last Land Act for Ireland, 


Colonel Saunderson, 
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a proposal for a new Land Act. 


his policy and yet he elected to retain 
ofice. By what right? The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary ought 
to have at once resigned in the face of 
the vote of the House. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman was always aguinst 
his country, and now supported a Govern- 
ment because they upheld a Union which 
the hon, and gallant Gentleman’s grand- 
fathee was patriotic enough to vote 
against. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister had spoken for fifty-five 
minutes, and during that time had 
mentioned every subject under Heaven 
exc pt one as a reason for remaining in 
office, and that was the will of the people. 
In point of fact the right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to live in the eighteenth instead 
of the twentieth century. He had 
stated when a Government should re- 
sign and when it should remain in office, 
but never once had he mentioned the 
will of the people. He was glad that 
the right hon. Gentleman had had the 
grace to abandon the defence made for 
him by the Party Press. The newspapers 
declared that the Government ought to 
stop in office because of the peculiarly 
delicate position of foreign and interna- 
tional relations. That was simply an 
impudent pretence that the right 
hon. Gentleman alone was the guardian 
of our international affairs. The right 
hon. Gentleman contended that his 
continuance in office was necessary 
in the interest of the country; 
that the Heaven-sent Ministers oppo- 
site were the only Gentlemen who 
could safeguard the interests of the 
country; that Ireland wovld be ruined 
if deprived of the services of the Chief 
Secretary. He had only to state the 
proposition to show its absurdity. Remove 
the right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister from the Government and 
the world would be unconscious of 
the names of the rest of the Ministers, 
and within six weeks of their re- 
linguishing office the world would have 
forgotten them. Yet these were the 
men who were supposed to stand between 
the Empire and ruin. 


The right hon. Gentleman said there 


were no dissensions in the Cabinet, | 
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Gentleman might as 
well have spoken of the revolt of 
a number of clerks against their em- 
plover as a revolt in the Cabinet. 
The reason there was no dissension 
in the Cabinet was that by a gradual 
but effective process every man with an 
independent mind had been driven from 
it. The right hon. Gentleman did not 
seem to realise that the people had a 
right to have any voice in the House 
of Commons and in the appointment of 
the Ministers of the Government which 
governed their country. No Minister 
hada right to exist except by the will 
of the people. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was doing one of the most fatal 
things a Conservative Minister ever did. 
He was destroying the interest of the 
people in the Government of their own 
country. In election after election in 
every part of the United Kingdom (in 
country and in town) for the past three 
years the country had declared to the 
Prime Minister that neither he nor his 
colleagues on the Front Bench repre- 
sented the views of the country. 
The House of Commons had emphasised 
that by the vote of censure on 
certain Estimates in the House, but 
evenif the Government had had on that 
occasion a majority of eighty their right to 
exist only depended on the will of the 
people. Their only right to be in that 
House was as the representatives of 
the people, to voice the views of the 
people, and thersfore if it were proved 
that the voice of the people was on one 
side and the voice of the Government 
was on the other, the Government’s 
retention of office was as much an act of 
usurpation as any other act of usurpa- 
tion that had ever taken place. 


Over and over again the right hon. 
Gentleman had said that a dissolution 
now would be disastrous, The moment a 
Government came to that conclusion that 
Government ought to be dissolved. The 
hon. Member for Oldham had used 
strong language with regard to the right 
hon. Gentleman, He would make no 
personal attack on the right hon. Gentle- 
man; he would only say that if it were 
proved to him that he had ceased to 
represent the views of his constituents 
and was advocating a policy which did 
not coincide with their views he would 
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consider himself a dishonourable and{ that. He brought in a great policy which 


dishonoured man. 


It was not for him} he thought was good for England and 


to press his code of political honour and | Ireland, and time had proved the wisdom 


duty upon other people, but he said | and justice of his conclusions, 
emphatically that any Minister, whatever | 


his gifts or character might be, who 


retained office against the will of the | 


country dishonoured himself. Some 
allusion had been made to the institutions 
of America, one of which was to have 
elections at regular dates, but he had 
always held that the system adopted 
in this country was much more elastic 
and kept the House much more in touch 
with the people. The best House of 
Commons he recollected was that of 1885, 
which lasted exactly six months. 


The right hon. Gentleman had referred 
to the examples and teachings of Mr, Glad- 
stone, but could any hon. Gentleman con- 
ceive Mr. Gladstone, the soul of honour 
and political courage, being in the position 
of the present Prime Minister—with all 
respect to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Piime Minister, he was fouling and calum- 
niating the name of Mr. Gladstone by in- 
troducingit in thisregard. Mr. Gladstone 
dissolved in 1874 when he had not a 
tenth of the warnings from the people of 
this country that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had had, and one of the reasons he 
gave for resigning was that a few by- 
elections had gone against him. He 
would never have held office on suffer- 
ance. They were told that ifthe Govern- 
ment dissolved the country would not get 
the treatment it had hitherto received 
from foreign Powers; that Count von 
Biilow and M. Rouvier and the Shah 
or Bey or Sultan of Morocco, what- 
ever his title might be, would actually 
cease to tremble in their shoes if this 
country were deprived of the ser- 
vices of the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
the Secretary of State for War, and other 
intellectual Titans on the Treasury Bench. 
Going back to 1886, Mr. Gladstone then 
brought ina great policy and was 
defeated by a majority of thirty. 
Everybody knew that next day Mr. 
Gladstone could have got a_ vote 
of confidence if he had reconsidered 
his proposals and changed his Bill into 
a series of Resolutions and consented to 


postpone his proposals fiom the end of | 


the session to an autumn session. But 


When 
that policy was defeated he appealed to 
the country. He was beaten in the 
country, but was it not more honourable 
to be beaten in that way than to hang on 
to power like a poor servile limpet. 

It had been stated that the country 
would lose its influence in the councils of 


the world if the Government went out of 


office, but he had always understood 
that the power of a Government with 
foreign nations was in exact proportion 
to its power in its own country, What 
constituted the strength of the Govern- 
ment? The support of the people whom 
it governed, ‘The right hon, Gentleman 
had only one thing in his mind 
and that was the Septennial Act. 
His theory was, “ Let me get in, in any 
way you like. Let me get in upon a 
vote for the settlement of a war which I 
say is over, but which is not over, and 
when I am in I have the Septennial Act 
and I will live by Parliamentary intrigue 
instead of by popular vote.” Parlia- 
mentary intrigue in the 20th century! 
It might have been all very well in the 
days of Walpole, but at this time of 
democratic Government and popular 
franchise for a Prime Minister to have 
the audacity to declare that he could 
rule in spite of the will of the people was 
perhaps the boldest piece of effrontery 
that House had ever seen. It recalled 
to his mind the day of Lord Strafford, 
but then Lord Strafford was playing for 
his head and lost it. The right hon. 
Gentleman was playing to keep the one 
Government in office that stood between 
the country and its sentiments. The 
demoralising lesson that the right hon. 
Gentleman was now putting before the 
country was that whatever the people 
might think and whatever they might 
do he was going to continue in office. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
asked whether the Government pro- 
posed to reinstate the Vote of Thursday 
last and to take a fresh division upon 
it. There seemed to be an idea abroad 
that the division was taken upon the 
Chief Secretary’s finarcial proposals. 
It was nothing of the kind. ‘hose 


Mr. Glad tone wis nct the man to do | proposals were to be the subject of a 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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Bill. The discussion took place upon 
the issue of a set of regulations, which 
a majority of the House held to have 
been contrived for the purpose of 
stopping the operation of what might 
be called the philanthropic portion of 
the Land Act in the West of Ireland. 
He therefore desired to know whether 
the Vote was to be reinstated and 
discussed afresh, and whether the set 
of regulations was to stand and remain 
n the hands of the Commissioners who 
were administering the Act. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he could not regard this matter 
with the same lightness and geniality 
with which it had been dealt with by 
the First Lord of the Treasury. He 
had a profound respect for that House, 
and believed in its traditions. He was 
convinced that that House alone stood 
between the country and anarchy on 
the one hand and despotism on the 
other. Therefore he could not dismiss 
a vote of that House with absolute 
disregard, not to say contempt. Nor 
could he suppose that “the House 
ceased to be the House because the 
Prime Minister and his colleagues were 
absent from it. He believed that on 
the evening when the Prime Minister's 
policy of retaliation was condemned 
the House was still the House although 
the Prime Minister was absent, and 
that the decision arrived at nemine 
contradicente was a decision of the 
whole House. So long as he was a 
Member of that House and a student 
of the British Constitution nothing 
would induce him to admit that the mere 
absence of the placemen on the !ront 
bench and their followers destroyed the 
House of Commons or invalidated 
decisions. For him, therefore, the event 
of Thursday last was not the first, but 
the second, defeat of the Government 
in that House that session. 


It was said that the Vote was on a 
“mere Estimate.’ But an Estimate was 
the settled conviction of His Majesty's 
Government, arrived at after consulta- 
tion with all its members and the 
permanent officials, and if the House 
reduced that Estimate by a sing'e 
shilling it was a vot: of want of con- 


' fidence 
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in the Government. He was 
told by the notice he received on 
Thursday last that the debate in the 
evening would prove unexpectedly lively, 
and would be followed by an important 


division. That was the language of 
the Patronage Secretary. The Prime 


Minister, however, did not regard it as 
an important division at all; to him it 
was unimportant, and could be entirely 
neglected, forgotten, and put aside. But 
that was not his view on Thursday night. 
He then recognised it as an important 
division, and said that two alternatives 
presented themselyes—either that the 
Government should take some serious 
step, or that the House should be asked 
to reverse the vote. The proposal was 
either to repropose the Vote or to reverse 
it. But how coul1 the right hon. Gentle- 
man repropose the Vote? It was passed, 
Nor could he propose to inerease the 
amount by £100 on the Report stage. 
The only thing that could be done was 
to move the recommittal of the Vote, 
and then they would have the whole 
debate over again. T..e present debate 
was no revision of the vote of Thurs lay 
las‘; it was merely an_ inconclusive 
discussion, leading perhaps to an incon- 
clusive vote whi:h would mean nothing. 


The right hon. Gentleman had quoted 
precedents for disregarding the opinion 
of the country and the votes of the House 
of Commons. <A famous precedent was 
that of William Pitt, and that was rather 
the other way. He had vote after vote 
cast against him in that House, Address 
after Address was moved to the Crown for 
his removal from office, but he endured 
them. Why? Because he knew that the 
country was with him, and that if he dis- 


solved Parliament he wou'd come back 


its | 


} 


with a large united Party behind hin. 
Piit was the pilot who weathered the 
storm ; he did not pretend that there was 
no storm. He trod the deck, weathered 
the s orm, and when he went to the 
country he returned with a vast 
majority which he used in the service of 
the country. Had the Prime Minister 
any such expectation as that? Had he 
Pitt’s reason for disregarding a vote of 
that House? He, at any rate, could not 
take the view of his right hon. friend 
that a vote of thit House eould be dis- 
regarded at all. Respect for that House 
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and regard for the Party of which he was 
the 'eader should have dictated a different 
course from that which his right hon. 
friend had taken. He was not bound to 
judge cf the honour and duty of the 
Government; he would leave that to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who thought 
himself competent to judge anything. 
But he had a right to some voice when 
the question was that of the dignity of 
the House of which he was a humble 
Member, and he held that proper respect 
and regard was not paid to the House 
when a Minister came down and 
suggested that a vote given under 
the circumstances of Thursday last 
—a vote specially important because 
the Chief Secretary devoted almost the 
whole of his speech to a Bill that he pro- 
posed to introduce to remedy the com- 
plete breakdown of the ludicrous system 
of finance embodied in the Land Act of 
1903—should be disregarded. He was 
sorry for the decision the right hon. 
Gentleman had arrived at. He did not 
think it wonld conduce to the profit of 
the Party or to the orderliness of debate 
in the House. He believed it was a 
mistaken decision, and he was convinced 
that before long the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself would come to the same 
conclusion, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the Prime Minister had 
come to what he considered was a very 
grave decision. He had quoted a long 
list of precedents, but not one of them 
had anything to do with the present cir- 
cumstances. He had quoted cases where 
Ministers had been defeated over and 
over again in Committee of the House 
sut that had nothing whatever to do 
with this case from first to last. In fact, 
this Government was about the first that 
had ever made it a question of confidence 
that the House should carry Bills through 
Committee absolutely without amend- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman had 
quoted Mr. Gladstone’s letter to Lord 
Granville, but he did not quote Mr. | 
Gladstone’s speech in 1874 in which he 
apologised to the House for not dissolv- 
ing in 1873 when it was perfectly clear 
that the country was against him. Mr. 
Gladstone said on that occasion— 
“It is repugnant to my feelings and not com- 
patible with the best interests of the country , 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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that a Government should continue to govern 
even with a numerical majority, when there are 
daily increasing evidences that it no longer 
represents the will and opinion of the constitu- 
encies. That is the regret of which I have to 
make frank expression.” 


It was perfectly clear to any impartial 
observer that the Prime Minister had 
lost the confidence of that House in the 
real Parliamentary sense. [MINISTERIAL 
cries of “No.”] The week before last 
supporters of the Government went on 
discussing a small matter on the Navy 
Estimates for two and a_ half hours 
because they had not a majority in the 
House, It was true that when the 
closure was moved they all went into one 
lobby, but that wasa well-known Parlia- 
mentary device for extending the time of 
the division in order that a further oppor- 
tunity should be given to the iaggards to 
arrive. Then the Prime Minister sum- 
moned that extraordinary and mysterious 
meeting at the Foreign Office, at which 
he called upon his followers for loyal 
support to the end of the session, and 
he got his answer on Thursday last. 
The Prime Minister knew that he did 
not command the confidence of his 
supporters. [MrnIsTERIAL cries of “ No, 
no!”| The vote taken in 1895 was not 
a vote of confidence in the Ministry 
but a vote of want of confidence in 
the constituencies. The country had 
expressed its opinion and the Prime 
Minister knew that he had not the 
confidence of the country and he could 
easily prove that he never had h.d its 
confidence. What he said was practically 
that he would go to the constituencies, 
The Prime Minis- 
ter was in a balloon with the gas 
escaping, looking for a safe place to 
descend. He was crossing a stormy sea 
and of course did not want to descend. 


They all saw the pitiable spectacle on 
Friday of hon. Members trooping into 
the Chief Whip’s office and supplicat- 
ing the Chief Whip and the Prime 
Minister, and begging them not to send 
them to their constituencies. There 
wes not a Saint in the calendar who 
had ever been appealed to so earnestly 
as the Chief Whip was appealed to on 
that cecasion. Why did the Prime 
call that miserable abject 


spectacle of Parliamentary cowardice 





The Government 


109 


by the name of confidence, because 
it was nothing of the kind. The Prime 
Minister knew very well what was go- 
ing to happen to him and he could not 
take his punishment like a man. That 
was the real difference between the 
Prime Minister and Mr. Gladstone. 
The supporters of the Government had 
begged the Prime Minister and his col- 
leagues not to resign, and they had 
graciously consented as a result of 
those entreaties still to retain high 
office and high position in response to 
the humble prayers of their followers. 
Yielding to the entreaties of his 
followers, the Prime Minister consented 
to retainoffice, and a supporter in the Press | 
called this magnanimity. Why it was 
evident from the demeanour of the Prime 
Minister on Thursday night that, vexed 
and upset as he was [“‘ No, no!”’] the Prime | 
Minister was making a feebleclutch at that | 
office which was slipping out of his hands, 
and, us one of his greatest Parliamentary | 
supporters had told him, in the interests 
of his Party and in the interests of the | 
country he ought to go. He remembered | 
that in his school books he used to read | 
something about the panther, and he read | 
that the panther was a graceful but a/| 
greedy animal, and when the panther was | 
shot and bleeding to death he would still 
go on devouring his food as long as he 
could, That was the position of the 
Government, but in their case they did | 
not call it greed but imperturbability, and | 
some Unionist papers called it mag- | 
nanimity. He preferred the old Saxon | 
word, The Prime Minister had not got | 
the confidence of the country and he 
never had it. From the very moment | 
the Prime Minister came into office it was 
perfectly clear that he never had the con- 
fidence of the country. The Government 
had been doing work since the Prime | 
Minister took office which had never been | 
submitted to the country for approval. | 
And they were in the position of doing | 
work which had never been ordered, 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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office, rather incurred the derision and 
contempt of their contemporaries and 
of history. But those were cases 
where there was some justification for 
believing ‘hat if they quitted office 
the country would suffer. Those were 
Ministers who found their country weak, 
poor, and uninfluential, but they left it 
strong and prosperous. What about the 
Prime Minister? Could that be said 
about him? Take the whole four years of 
his Premiership. No Minister in this 
country had ever before crowded into such 
a short career so many acknowledged 
blunders and mistakes. He started his 
career with a great blunder, with an ac- 
knowledged political blunder, namely, the 
Education Act. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“No, no!”] Those cries were a very 
feeble defence of the Education Act, and 
he did not require any better justification 
than the absolute feebleness of those in- 
terruptions. He repeated that the Edu- 
cation Act was an acknowledged political 
blunder. The Prime Minister had pro- 
ceeded from blunder to blunder; he had 
blundered about the Army corps and in 
his attempts to reform military affairs 
generally, and he had ended with his 
Redistribution proposals. All these 
blunders had occurred in a very short 
career, and what right had the Prime 
Minister to claim that if he left office 
now this country would suffer in regard 
to any of its interests. The Prime 
Minister was the last man in the world 
who ought to make that claim. 
Take his Party; he was holding office 
for the sake of his Party. How did he 
find that Party ? He found it st rong and 
united with the support of the country 
behind it, but he was leading it divided, 
distracted, unpopular, weak, and on the 
brink of a great catastrophe. What 
right hid the Prime Minister to claim 
that he was the only man to sive the 
Empire from any point of view ? 


Tt was all very well for hon. Members 





| opposite to suggest that this was all due 

The Prime Minister practically said, | to the fiscal question. He had witnessed 
“If I go what will happen to the| how skilfully the right hon. Gentleman 
Nmpire?” The Prime Minister was | had maneeuvred things to save not only 
the last man in the world who ought| the country but his own Party. They 
to put that forward. There had been had been told that “ Fools rush in where 
great Ministers in the past who at | angels foar to tread.” There. were the 
the end of a great career had, by angels on the Front Ministerial Bench, 
showing a great reluctance to quit and there were the fools opposite. The 
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Prime Minister had lost his hold upon the 
country before the fiscal question was 
ever raised, For the Prime Minister to 
pretend that he was the only one capable 
of dealing with the present situation was 
an idle pretence which was not supported 
by the facts of the case. In order to 
stick to office the Prime Minister was 
doing things which he believed he 
would have been ashamed to do in 
any ordinary transactions of life. 


What had the Prime Minister done 
during the last three or four years in 
order to retain office? He recollected 
that two or three years ago tbe right hon. 
Gentleman found that he could not hold 
office without the support of the Irish 
Members on the Education Act. He 
created disaffection in his own ranks 
and a hundred men petitioned him 
against the Bill. They were mostly 
absent throughout the proceedings, and 
the Prime Minister wanted the support 
of the Irish Members to carry through 
the Bill. What did he do? He in- 
stituted a new regime in Ireland and 
called upon a great and distinguished 
public servant who honestly and straight- 
forwardly told him he was a Home Ruler. 
The Prime Minister, through his servant, 
said that was no objection, and he led 
the Irish to expect Catholic Universities, 
and devolution, which would be tanta- 
mount to Home Rule. He kept that 
going through the whole of that session, 
and he kept it going through a second 
session when he made his lcensing 
proposals and when he could not have 
kept a majority in the House. Then 
came the time when that constituted a 
serious danger to his retaining power. 
Another section of his supporters said, 
“Tf you keep this going we shall vote 
against you.” The Prime Minister with- 
out the slightest compunction threw 
over that distinguished public servant 
who had sacrificed a great career in 
order to serve him faithfully. He 
sacrificed his own friends in the Cabinet. 
What happened next? He found the 
magistrates in this country administering 
the law. That was a source of danger 
to his continuance in office, because it 
irritated a powerful section of his 
supporters, the brewers. They went to 
him and said, “If this sort of thing 
continues, we shall vote against you.” 


Mr. Lloyd (le ge, 
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Then the Prime Minister, the guardian 


of law and order of this country, 
without any scruple denounced the 
administrators of the law because they 
were carrying out the law of the land, in 
order to continue in the office which the 
Goverament cluag to. 


What had the Prime Minister done 
that session? In the winter there was 
a genuine cry of distress from the un- 
employed which it was impossible for any 
Minister to disregard. The Prime Minister 
brought in a Bill and made use of it as an 
excuse to continue the life of his Ministry 
and his Parliament. Then he found that 
that was adangerto him. He had set 
up a prine'ple which they would not hear 
the end of for many years, if not for gener- 
ations, in this country, thoughtlessly and 
recklessly. When he found that a source 
of danger to his Ministry, having raised 
false hopes in the minds of these wretched 
people, what did he do? Just as un- 
scrupulously he sacrificed them and made 
the wretchedness, poverty, misery, and 
anxieties of these poor people out of 
employment, mere pawns in the game of 
retaluing office. ‘Tariff reform! The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham said the trade of this 
country was in danger; that its in- 
dustries were in peril. After all, we 
depended on our commerce and industries 
in this country, and if that were true it 
ought to be attended to. What did the 
Prime Minister do? He said, ‘‘ Yes, that 
is true,” and he wrote a great pamphiet 
to say so, and he delivered a great speech 
to support that contention. ‘Then he 
found therein also a source of danger to 
the life of his Ministry, and he hung it 
up and postponed it. He treated it as 
if it were of no consequence, and made a 
free trade speech at Edinburgh one day, 
while he had on another made a 
protectionist speech at Sheffield. All 
this, on which the life of the people 
depended, he trifled with, treating it as if 
it were all a matter of keeping him ia 
office. Any continuance of that state of 
things was a danger to the community. 
It was a disgrace to the House of 
Commons and to the Coustitution. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): I am going to comment 
on some of the debate, but I have no 
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comment to offer on the Prime Minister’s 
speech. It dealt, it seemed to me, with 
points strictly in order, but not the 
least relevant to the circumstances in 
which we are placed. 
for precedents in this matter. 
are none. They do not apply, and I do 
not think that when we come to look, not 
into the precedents, but into the actual 
circumstances in which we are placed, 
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I care nothing | 
There 


there has been a word said in the debate | 


so far—strong as much of 
language has been—which is a whit 


that | 


too strong in condemnation of the line | 


which the Government have 
‘lhe hon, and learned Member for 
Wate:ford spoke strongly, but not a bit 
too strongly. Besides strong language 
on the general situation there has been a 
s'rong personal note. The personal note 
was used by my hon. friend who has just 
sit down, and usel by him, I 


taken. | 


:to continue the debate. 


think, without any personal animus, | 


I know it was used with effect, and the 
personal note is of the essence of th: 
case. It is on the personal aspect that I 
take part in this debate, and I do it 
without any personal animus. I have 
sometimes received from right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite compliment, I have 
invariably recsived courtesy, I have n\ 
p-rsonal inclination to gratify whatever 
in speaking harshly of the Prime Minister’s 


conduct ; but his e»onduct is of the essence | 


of the case. The important perso aalities 
who were his colleagues are his colleagues 
no longer. He stands as the one per- 
sonality of his Government on whom the 
whole responsibility must fall for the 
course he has taken. 


I said precedents did not apply to 
the course which the right hon. Gentle- 
man is taking. 
my Opinion,’ for the last two years 


I say so because, in | 
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that that remains unimpaired. It is as 
good as it ever was. I am sorry for it, 
for I thought two years ago it had ben 
better than to-day, and I do not eavy 
that position such as it is to-day. The 
Prime Minister says he can still get a 
vote of confidence from his Party, thit 
if the Government come down and ask 
deliberately a vote “Aye” or “No,” 
whether they prefer him or us, they will 
vote for him. Yes, if they are given 
plenty of notice, They will do tht 
on a set occasion, but they do 
not care for his policy enough to be here to 
support him regularly. What are votes 
of confidence worth on these conditions ? 
It was not merely on Thursday night 
that they were not here to support h'm. 
What made the catastrophe on Thursday 
night was the fact that the d vision 
cam2 at an hour when it wa; not possiple 
The situation 
happened to be on Thursday night what 
it had been numberless times early in the 
evening. The Government have con- 
stantly been without a majority in this 
House, but they have always hitherto been 
able to talk against time and to prolong 
the situation when without a majority. 
They could not do it on Thursday night, 
and the result was apparent then which 
would have beea apparent constantly in 
the session at times inconvenient to the 
Government. Support of that kind is 
not support which can be made worth 
having by a vote of confidence from 
time to time. 


What is the Prime Minister’s position 
with regard to his own Party? His own 
Party is not united; there are two sections, 
irreconcilable, and opposed to each other. 
They both support the Prime Minister, 
Why? Each of them supports him in 


the expectation that in the long run jhe 


in attempting to drag the House of. 


Commons through work under the con- 
ditions to which he has kept it he has 
done great wrong to the House and the 


country, and I believe in every way he | 
has dove great damage to his own) 


position and reputation. He has 
three-fold personal position. He is leader 
of the Party opposite; he is Prime 
Minister of the country; and he is 


Leader of the whole House of Commons. | 


1 take first of all his position with regard 
t» his own Party. 


a | 


will throw over the other; and he must 
know that that is the situation, It is 
a false position for any man to occupy, 


and it is a lamentable condition on 
which to hold the office which he 
holds. » And the mischief which has 


been wrought in this House arises from 
this—that for some two years the Prime 
Minister has been in that position, an 
inherently false position, and that time 
after time he has had to make attempts 


‘in the House of Commons and in the 


We are to be to'd | coun'ry to prove that that false position 
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There can be 
nothing more calculated to make the 
House incapable of doing its work than 
that it should feel that the Leader of the 
Hovse is himself in a false position 
which he is trying from time to time to 
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defend by ingenious logic; and that they | 


should know that the result of being in 
a false position is that the House, too, is 


in a false position. I am sure this has 


| and confusion. 


affected his position in the country. He | 
has demurred to our interpretation of the | 
for North Armagh said just now that 


meaning of the by-elections in the coun- 
try. 
at present we cin gauge the opinion of 
the country, and their comment has been 
stroig enough. 


What I am 
is that the position of the Leader of 


They are the only means by which | 
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from deliberating on 
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it, and from 
influencing the opinion of the coun- 


try. They have been made by the 
Leader of the House of Commons, and 
it has been his obiet io k ep the 
House of Commons in a state of suspense 
That is bound to affect 
his position as Leader of the whole 
House. 


The right hon. and gallant Member 


the right hon. Gentleman’s position wa; 


‘the ordinary one; that he did not com- 


| mand the confidence of the two Parties 


on this side of the House. 


That is 


‘the normal position of the Opposition, 


most desirous to show | 


the House has been impaire! apart | 


from his position as Leader of his own 
Puity. 
the House to go on doing its crdinsry 


He has for two years tiught 


work in 
of the fiscal question—a confusion for 
which he is responsible. 
first to raise the question; the mgbt 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birm‘ngham ra'sed the question first 
with the consent of the Prime Minister; 


which does not give its confidence 
to him, but that does not comprise the 
whole truth. Every Leader of the House 
whom I have known, although he might 


not have had the confidence of the 


Opposition, has had personally an in- 


the midst of the confusion | 


He was not the | 


fluence and an authority which you 
cannot define, but of which the whole 
House has been sensible, and which has 


| been invaluable in critical moments to the 


| House of Commons. 


but I have no complaint to make of the | 


Member for West Birmingham as regards 
He has 
not caused confusion either in the House 


the methods he has adopted. 


or outside of it. He has fought openly 
for victory ona great question, and the 
Prime Minister has played for time. He 
has gained time, but he has gaincd it, I 
believe, at the expense of his own repu- 
tation, and I wm sure at the expense 


Two years ago the 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
had as large a share of that as anyone | 
have ever seenin the House of Commons. 
The asset of personal goodwill towards 
him from the House as a whole was very 


great. I fear it is that position which 


'has been impaired, because he has 


deliberately endeavoured to prevent both 


the House and the country from facing 
the great question which is before it, and 
must be before it, for some time to come, 
because it seemed to him in the interests 


of the reputation of the House of Com- | of his whole Party it was not convenient 


mons, 


For two years we have seen a for him to take it up. That has impaired, 


great matter of controversy in the| and must have impaired under present 
country, and constant attempts made | conditions, that mutual respect between 


Ssr Kdward Grey. 
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the Leader of the House and the House, 
without which I do not think it is possible 
that the dignity or prestige, honour, 
and order of the House of Commons 
I think the House 


in- 


can be preserved. 
has been in an 
The Prime Minister 


of Commons 
tolerable position. 
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has an opportunity, an _ intelligible 
and reasonable opportunity, of putting | 
to that position; but he | 


an end 
apparently prefers to keep it in that 
position in which it has been for two 
years, and to ask it to continue its | 
work not only now, but, as far as we | 


} 


know, for another session. 


I suppose his supporters will say that 
foreign affairs are at the moment rather | 
critical, Was there ever a time during | 
the last ten years that that could not be 
said? They began with the Jameson 
Raid. 
into foreign affairs. 
war. Then there was the peace. 
there was the Japanese Alliance, then 
the the | 


Japanese Alliance again, and, when that 


Then we had various excursions 
Then there was the 
Then 
France, now 


entente with 


was concluded, a war in the Far Kast, | 
then the question of peace in the Far 
East, then when all this is exhausted | 
there will be the perennial question of 
South Africa. 
years in a critical state of foreign affairs, 


We have been for ten 


and if this Government remains in office 


we shall continue for ten years more. | 
If the critical state of foreign affairs is 
the reason why the Prime Minister does | 


not resign, or dissolve, he had better | 
take measures to extend the Septennial | 
Act. Does he expect to get any good 
result in Parliament from prolonging the 
life of the present Government ? The 
last election took place upon the war, 
and it could not have counted as an 


To all intents and 


ordinary election. 
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purposes this House of Commons is ten 
years old. Does the Prime Minister sup- 
pose he can restore it to a vigorous and 
healthy condition now ? He knows he ¢an- 
not and the House knows he cannot, 
because they know it is out of touch with 
the country as a whole. The longer the 
Government attempts to go on keeping 
the House of Commons working, the 
more they will damage the House of 
Commons as an institution, and the 
longer they go on, I sincerely hope and 
trust, the greater will be the resentment 
of the country when they have the 


courage to appeal to it. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Baronet who has just sat down prefaced 
his speech by announcing that he agreed 
with the personal attacks made upon 


‘myself by certain preceding speakers, 


he meant to follow their 


I assure the right hon. Gentle- 


and that 
example. 
man that he has totally failed to follow 
Perhaps from want of 
at 


incom- 


that example. 


habit and practice his attempts 


personal invective have fallen 


parably short of those whom he set up 


as his models; and, much as I may have 


| to complain of the justice of his attacks, 


at all events I have nothing to say 
against his taste. Ido not know that I 
can pass the same eulogium upon two 


other hon. Gentlemen who have spoken, 


The hon. Member for the Carnarvon 
Boroughs made a very characteristic 
speech, perhaps in nothing more 


characteristic than in what he professed 
to put before the House as an account 
of the political transactions of the last 
two or three years. It as much resembled 
the actual facts of the case as the Arabian 
Nijhts resembled the ordinary episodes 
It was the 


pure creation of a fantastic and, in this 


of domestic life in the East. 


1 
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case, somewhat malevolent imagination. 
At all events, it did not, and could not, 
afford the House the smallest ground on 
which either to praise or to condemn the 
conduct which His Majesty’s Government 
have taken on the present occasion. As 
for the junior Member for Oldham, his 
speech was certainly not remarkable for 
good taste, and as I have always taken 
an interest in that hon. Gentleman’s 
career, I should certainly, if I thought 
it the least good, offer him some advice 
But I take 
it that good taste is not a thing that 


on that particular subject. 


can be acquired by industry, and that 
even advice of the most heartfelt and 
genuine description would entirely fail 
in its effect if I were to offer it to him. 
But on another point I think I may 
give him some advice which may be 
useful to him in the course of what I 
hope will be a long and distinguished 
career, Itisnot,on the whole, desirable 
to come down to this House with in- 
vective which is both prepared and 
violent. The House will tolerate, and 
very rightly tolerate, almost anything 
within the rule of order which evidently 
springs from a genuine indignation aroused 
by the collision of debate; but to come 
down with these prepared phrases is 
not usually succesful and, at all events, 
I do not think it was very successful on 
the present occasion. If there is pre- 
paration there should be more finish, 
and if there is so much violence there 
should certainly be more obvious veracity 


of feeling. 


But I 
debate 


pass from a phase of the 


which has been simply a 
series of personal attacks upon myself 
I pass from it because, to my mind, in 
spite of the opposite view of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, that is wholly 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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a 


irrelevant to the issue before the House, 
I may have every crime which the 
of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon can suggest ; I may be guilty 


invention 


motive which 
the anxious preparation of the hon, 
Member for Oldham may enable him to 
see, [Opposition cries of “Oh.” | Did 
you hear the speech of the hon. Mem. 
ber for Oldham? [Cries of “ Yes,”] I 
think I am dealing with it in a very 


of every dishonourable 


moderate spirit. But that can have 
nothing to do with the issue before us, 
If I deserve all the attacks that have 
been made upon me, it is a very good 
reason why I should resign. 
thet 
pictures of successive Prime Ministers 


I grant 
certainly, and no doubt if the 


were to be painted by their political 
opponents in moments of passion and 
were to be regarded as true, they ought to 
resign probably once in every three wecks. 
But, after all, it is not my character 
It may be as black 
as hon. Gentlemen opposite have chosen to 


that is in question. 
picture. I may be the greedy office- 
seeker which I appear in their lurid 
imaginations, though I would point out 
to the House that there is a certain lack 
Gentlemen like the 
Member for Carnarvon and the Member 


of humour when 


for Oldham, and even, I must add, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Berwick, are so frantically indignant 
with what they call my clinging to office, 
tke alternative being that they should 
two out of the 


get office. I suppose 


three Gentlemen I have mentioned are 
certain to get oflice. [An Hon. Member. 
with them.] I 


some one say that they have the country 


The country is hear 


behind them. After all, the appetite for 
office may be a very honourable appetite, 


but there is something almost grotesque 


in those who want to snatch from the 
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present possessors of power that very 
power, that they should fill 
speeches with personal accusations of an 
indecent clinging to office against those 
whom they desire to despoil of that 
privilege, if privilege it be. In truth, I 
should never have thought of making 


their 


insinuations or recriminations against 
others; but hon, Gentlemen have spent 
three hours in making them aga nst me. 
[An Hon. Member: Is that the best 
you can say?] Though I agree with 
the hon, Gentleman who courteously 
interrupts me that it is irrelevant to the 
issue before us, I think it is worth saying. 


There is another accusation which is 
more than usually absurd, which is that I 
have asked the Hous? to violate the or- 
with 
regard to the resignation of Ministers be- 


dinary Parliamentary traditions 


cause I claim to be the only individual who 
can manage the foreign affairs of this 
country. In the first place, it is the Gov- 


ernment whoare responsible, and not I in- 


dividually, for the foreign affairs of this | 


country. In the second place, I have never 
suggested that that is a reason for violating 
constitutional procedure to anybody but 
those who agree with me in politics. 
Surely it is reasonable to say to those 
who agree with me, and who agree with 
those who sit on this bench, “ You ap- 
prove of our foreign policy. You think 
it important that we should stay in to 
carry it out. Support us.” That is a 
most reasonable appeal to make to friends 
wh> think with us on the question of 
foreign policy. I should never have the 
lack of taste to come down to this House 
and say to hon. Members who differ from 
me, who do not particularly admire our 
foreign policy or our domestic policy, 
“Keep us in office because we have done 
8) very well,” 
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saying it, and I have never said such a 
thing yet. Speech after speech has 
been made upon a garbled version of 
what is supposed to have occurred 
Can anything 


be more grotesque, more unworthy of 


in a Party meeting. 


an occasion which hon. Gentlemen pro- 
fess to think of great constitutional 
importance ? 


There is 
make upon the personal aspect of the 
I think it was the Member for 


one more point I may 
question. 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool who 
contrasted my poor self with the noble 
being who sits opposite me, and who very 
worthily leads the Opposition. What 
said the hon. Member for the Scotland 
He said that the Leader of 


the Opposition, when a vote was passed 


Division 2 


against his Estimates, behaved like an 


| honourable man; he did not imitate the 


cowardly and discreditable conduct of the 
present occupants of the Treasury Bench. 


Mr. T, P. O'CONNOR: I studiously 
avoided anything like personal attack. 
[ might have said discreditable, but 
never said cowardly. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree with 
the hon. Member, I did not use his exact 
words, But Lord Rosebery’s Government 
had been defeated on the Address. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that the 
Government of Lord Rosebery was de- 
feated on the Address in reference to an 
academic opinion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should have 
thought that an opinion about the House 
of Lords was not academic, and it is the 
only time, as far as I know, when a 


I should not think of | hostile vete on the Address was not taken 
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by the Government as indicating that 
they should resign. Ido not blame them. 
I think they acted quite in accordance 
with tradition. What I do complain of 
is that a contrast should be drawn be- 
tween the honourable men who resigned 
and the not honourable men who do not 
resign, whereas, as a matter of fact, it is 
the hon. Gentleman opposite who had 
almost a monopoly, or at any rate a 
great preponderance, of that kind of 
courage which enables a Government to 
go on after incidents of the kind of 
which we have been speaking, 


The right hon. Baronet actually had 
the courage to say that he would not be 
influenced in his opinion as to the pro- 
priety of the Government’s action by 
what had happened in previous Govern- 
ments and under previous Administra- 
tions. A more amazing statement to 
come from one who poses as a guardian 
of the Constitution I never heard in my 
life. An attempt has been made to show 
that the opinions I attributed to Mr. 
Gladstone were not his opinions. They 
were his opinions, I omitted two facts 
about the Government of 1868-74, and 
the two facts are these--the Government 
was beaten, if I am not mistaken, nine 
times in the course of its existence, and 
in the last two years, I think it was, of 
its existence it gained one seat and lost 
twenty-three to its opponents—an ab- 
solute record, I believe, with regard to 
by-elections. It is, after all, vain to 
quote soine obiter dictum of Mr. Gladstone 
when in opposition and to ignore his con- 
sistent conduct in every Government of 


which he wasa member. His position was, | 
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| was too little regardful of those collateral 
| circumstances which might well influence 
a Government in its decision. No reply 
has been made to me on this subject. 
Hon. Gentleman have been abusing me 
all the afternoon—a useful and congenial 
They have not answered, 


of the House. 


occupation. 
or even attempted to answer, a single one 
of the constitutional arguments I have 
used. They have almost implied that 
they mean to start a new order of things, 
that they mean to the 
Parliamentary past of this country and 
to make precedent which is to govern 
the future. I they do 
nothing of the kind. They have an 
opportunity to-night of expressing their 
opinions ; are they going to express them ? 
They have an opportunity, and a very 
good opportunity, of voting now upon a 
show at all events 


ignore 


hope will 


point which will 
what this House of Commons thinks 
of the matter in dispute. I agree with 
the hon. and learned Member 
Waterford that it was desirable that 
the matter should be debated this 
afternoon; I agree with him that it 
was desirable that a vote should be 
taken; and I can only recommend the 
House, after having heard the argu- 
ments of both sides and the invectives 
of one side, to make up their minds as 
to the side on which the balance of 
truth and const-tutional propriety lies, 
and as to whether we are not carrying 
out, and our opponents refusing to carry 
‘out, the Parliamentary tradition which 
has so long guided the deliberations o 
this House. 


for 


Question put, and agreed to. 


I helieve, perfectly constitutional, though | 


J am of opinion still, as I was when I 


addressed the House a few hours ago. | 


that he drove his theory to excess, and 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| Adjourned accordingly at twenty: 
two minutes after Seven 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 25th July, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
ficate from the Examiners that no Stand- 
in. Orders are applicable to the foll: wing 
Bill:—Loca] Government Provisional 
Order (Poor Law) (No. 2). 

The same was ordered t> lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 
aot complied with in respect of the Wigan 
Corporation Bill ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 
Read, and agreed to. 


Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


Ealing Corporation Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments. 
Wemyss Dock Bill [n.1.]. Report 


, fiom the Select Committee, That it is not 
«expedient to proceed further with the 
< Bill ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
§ Table. 


Thames Conservancy Bill. Moved, That 
the order made on the 16th day of 
= March last, ‘* That no Private Bill brought 
$ irom the House of Commons shall be read 
~ 8 second time after the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bill be now read 2°; agreed to. Bill read 
¢2' accordingly, and committed. The 
£ Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
% mittee of Selection. 


mmmencem 


sk (*) a 


1e7 


‘ London County Council (Money) Bill. 
Read 3 (according to order), and passed. 


R FOV visioné TS | fi 
Local Government Provisional Orders | respect of the land registry, for the year 


(No. 12) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local 


Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders | 
Moved, That the order | 


(No. 2) Bill. 
made on the 16th day of March last, 
“That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
Shall be read a second time after the 27th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, 


VOL, CL. [FourtH Series,] 


{25 Juny 1905} 


(No. 2) Bill [x.1.]. 
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| and that the Bills be now read 2*; agreed 

| to. Bills read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Commons Amend- 
ment considered (according to order), 
and agreed to. 


Glasgow University Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [a.1.]. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3450. Sweden (Gothenburg). 
No. 3451. 
No. 3452. China (Kiukiang). 

No, 3453. Brazil (Porto Alegre). 

No. 3454. Italy (Lombardy). 

No. 3455. China (Swatow). 

No. 3456. Germany (Finances of the 
German Empire). 


Germany (Dantzig). 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS (BOARD OF 
TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT). 


Report on strikes and lock-outs in the 
United Kingdom in 1904, and on concilia- 
tion and arbitration boards. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie ou the Table. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE AND COURT 
OF APPEAL, ETC. 


Account showing the receipts and 
expenditure in respect of the High 
Court of Justice and Court of Appeal 
during the year ended March 31st, 1905. 


LAND REGISTRY, 
Account of receipts and payments in 


ended March 31st, 1905. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
PORATION OF WIMBLEDON). 


Charter of Incorporation of the borough 
of Wimbledon, dated July 24th, 1905. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


E 
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PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [1.1.]. 


Report from the Select Committee | 
(with the Proceedings of the Committee | 
and Appendix), made, and to be printed. | 
(No. 154.) Minutes of Evidence laid | 
upon the Table, and to be delivered | 
out. Bill reported, with Amendments, 
and committed to a Committee of the | 
Whole House on Friday next ; and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 153.) 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO CROPS | 
BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amend- | 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [u.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to | 
order.) Bill reported without Amend- | 
ment. Standing Committee negatived; | 
and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next. | 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS) | 
BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- | 
mittee without Amendment ; and to be | 
read 3° on Thursday next. 
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to which the noble Lord refers, and we 
have made inquiries in regard to the 


facts. So far as we have been able to 
ascertain, the particular coalfield to 
which the statement has reference js 


outside the area in which steam coal 
available for naval purposes has hitherto 
been found. We also learn that the 
property in question has been for sale 
for the last twenty years, and that the 


| quality of the coal believed to be found 


within it is inferior. I should say upon 
the whole that the transaction does not 
seem to be one affecting the adequate 
supply of Welsh smokeless coal for the 
Navy. 


PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


| Order). 


The Earl of OnsLow in the Chair. 


Clause 1. 
THe LORD PRESIDENT oF Tue 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or Tue 


BOARD or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
My Lords, I have, 
on behalf of the Government, to move 
several Amendments in Clause 1 of this 
Bill. They are of a purely drafting 


GERMANY AND THE WELSH COAL- | character, and are merely put down to 


FIELD. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
beg to ask the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs a Ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 


notice—namely, whether His Majesty’s | 


Government have seen the statement 
in the public Press of July 20th and 21st, 
that a coalfield in Wales has been pur- 


chased by a German firm ; and if this is | 
true, whether, in view of the great | 
importance to our Navy of possessing | 
an adequate supply of Welsh smokeless | 
coal, and also in view of the said coal | 


| give effect to an Amendment which was 
carried through the other House by 
| Major Griffith Boscawen. That Amend- 
/ment provided that for the purpose of 
|determining extraordinary expenses for 
repairing a road there should be a com- 
parison with the average cost of main- 
taining the particular road damaged, 
|and not with that of the whole of the 
roads inthe area. The Irish Government 
in the other House accepted this Amend- 
ment, but they realise that it would be 
ineffective if the Amendments standing 
in my name are not agreed to. I there- 


being declared as contraband of war by | fore beg to move the Amendments. 


Russia, the Government intend to take 
any steps in the matter either now or 
later on. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LaNspowneE): My Lords, our atten- 
tion has been called to the statement 


| On Question, drafting Amendments 
| agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 





| The Report of Amendments to be 
| received on Thursday next. 
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ARMY. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH rose * To call 
attention to the continued deficiency 
in the number of officers in the British 
Army; to ask if any, and what, steps 
have been taken to mitigate this grave 
source of weakness to the eficiency of 
our land forces; and to move to resolve 
“That this House is of opinion that the 
supply, training, and conditions of service 
of officers in all branches of the King’s 
Army require the instant attention of 
His Majesty’s Government.” 

The noble Lord said: My Lords, I 
feel that it israther presumptuous of me, 
whose military experience does not extend 
further than a few years in a school rifle 
corps and afterwards eight or nine years 
in a Yeomanry regiment, to venture 
in this House, where there are so 
many noble Lords who have served 
in the Regular forces of His Majesty, 
aud so many distinguished soldiers, to 
raise a question which is primarily of 
military importance. But it is some- 
thing more thanthat. This is a question 
which interests all of us, whether civilians 
or soldiers, being a very important point 
of military policy, and it is not, I think, 
a controversial one, but one on which 
men of all Parties may agree. It does 
not raise any of the knotty points as to 
compulsory service or as to a big Army 
or a small Army. 


For my own part I frankly answer that 
I am against compulsory service, and 
am in favour of a moderate-sized Regular 
Army, thoroughly efficient and sufficient 
to meet any reasonable calls upon it in 
our Colonies, in India, or in our other 
dependencies beyond the seas. I be- 
lieve that for the defence of these islands 
we should depend upon our Auxiliary 
Forces ; that those forces should be as 
efficient as possible, and that the measure 
of their efficiency should be the efficiency 
they can obtain without individuals being 
prevented from doing their full civil 
duties and fulfilling their civil employ- 
ment. Holding that view, I think it is 
necessary that the Regular Army should 
be properly and_ sufficiently officered, 
that there should be a large reserve of 
officers, and that there should be a strong 
staff and an Intelligence Department 
thoroughly informed and efficient and 


able to form plans of campaigns in the 
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difierent parts of the world in which 
our Army may be called upon to act. 
It is especially necessary that we should 
have officers trained to lead our Auxiliary 
Forces when they are called into action, 
for above all is it necessary for men who 
are partially trained to have officers to 
lead them who are fully trained and 
thoroughly acquainted with the arts of 
war. 


Army. 


I am particularly anxious that our 
officers should be many, should be able, 
should be contented, and should be suffi- 
cient forall the duties thatare thrown upon 
them. What is the shortage now to be 
found among the ranks of officers? It 
is rather remarkable. The figures I shall 
quote are all absolutely official, and have 
been given by Ministers in one House 
or the other. In the cavalry there is a 
shortage of sixty-five officers, in the 
Guards a shortage of twenty-nine officers, 
and in the infantry of the Line a shortage 
of 148 officers ; in all, a shortage of 242 
officers in the Regular Army. It must 
be remembered, so far as the Guards are 
concerned, that a considerable addition 
has been made in the last month or two 
by the admission to both the Horse 
Guards and the Foot Guards of officers 
who have passed no examination, and 
who are admitted as probationers, having 
to fulfil certain conditions after two vears 
service. That is a new departure. I 
do not think, of recent years at anv rate, 
that officers have been admitted to His 
Majesty’s Army without examination, 
and this new departure has helped up the 
number of officers in the Guards, 


To give your Lordships an idea of what 
this shortage means in individual regi- 
ments, I will take the case of seven 
cavalry regiments as given in the Army 
List of this month. Each of these cavalry 
regiments has an establishment of six 
second lieutenants. The Ist King’s 
Dragoon Guards has one sub-lieutenant, 
the 3rd Dragoon Guards has two sub- 
lieutenants, the 4th Dragoon Guards has 
two sub-lieutenants, the 5th Lancers has 
one sub-lieutenant, the 8th Hussars has 
three sub-lieutenants, the 11th Hussars 
two sub-lieutenants, and the 18th Hus- 
sats three sub-lieutenants; that is to 
say, in those seven regiments, instead 
of forty-two sub-lieutenants, you have 
at this moment only fourteen. That 
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seems to me to speak for itself. Leaving 
the Regular Army, let me come to the 
Auxiliary Forces. The shortage of 
officers there is more remarkable. In 
the Militia you have a shortage of 1,010 
officers, in the Yeomanry a shortage of 
344, in the Volunteers a shortage of 
2,799 ; in all, a shortage of 4,153 officers. 


2, f 


Army. 





That, I admit, is perhaps a little over- | 
stating the case, because from this total | 


should be deducted certain supernumer- 
ary and seconded officers who are in- 
cluded in the deficiency. The super- 
numerary and econded officers included 
in the deficiency are—Militia, 244; 
Y cmanry, €3; Volunteers, 195. That 
makes a total of 500, and if you deduct 
that number from the total I have given, 
there is left a shortage of 3,653 officers 
in the Auxiliary Forces. 


This shortage of officers’ works out in a 
singular way with regard to the Militia. 
You may almost say that in some 
Militia regiments the subaltern ranks 
are almost non-existent. In the High- 
land Light Infantry there are three 
subalterns out of an establishment of 
tw lve; in the Manchester Regiment 
there are four subalterns out of an 
establishment of twenty-four; in the 
Sherwood Foresters there are three 
subalterns out of an establ shment of 
twelve; in the Black Watch there are 
eight out of an establishment of twelve, 
and in the East Surrey ten out of an 


establishment of fifteen ; whilst the East | 


Lancashire Regiment has no subalterns 
at all. I only quote this shortage to 
show what a sorry plight we are in. 
This is, I think, a state of affairs serious 
enough in time of peace, but what would 
be the state of affairs in case of war ? 
What would be the call made upon our 
forces for officers in war and to fulfil the 
duties of the Army Service Corps, the 
Intelligence Department, and the general 
staff? The call likely to be made on 
officers for these purposes in anything 
like a serious war will be very great, and 
one that, to put it very mildly, it will be 
very difficult to meet. 


We are always told that the most 
probable theatre of war is the North- 
West Frontier of India. Now, let as 


suppose a war in that region—a war for 
which it would be necessary, let us say, 
to mob lise and despatch eight divisions. | 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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Wha‘ would our shortage be in the first 
instan:e / I leave out the question of 
the Auxiliary Forces altogether, merely 
saying that the shortage of officers in 
the Auxiliary Forces, and especially in 
the Militia, would be a very serious 
thing when you came to the question of 
getting fresh officers for an emergency 
to serve in the Regular Army. One of 
your great sources of supply of officers 
will be taken away, and if you pass your 
measure which lays on the Militia the 
duty of going abroad, I think the power 
of taking officers from that source will 
be still more diminished in the future. 
In the first place, then, supposing that 
such a war as I have desecribed—which, 
| please God, may not happen—should 
break out, you would have your original 
deficiency of 242 officers. Then I am 
told that the Indian authorities say 
} that they want at least 600 officers in 
|India. I believe that is the number 
which has been named by Lord Kitchener, 
and which he would ask for. I think 
you will admit that I do not exaggerate 
when I say that a further 300 officers 
would be wanted for Staff purposes, and 
for the Army Service Corps and other 
purposes another 200 officers; that is 
to say, a total of 1,542 officers. I do not 
know, but I am told that the War Office 
estimate for the purposes I have men- 
tioned no less than 1,850 officers, so that 
my estimate is not a high one. 


Army. 








| Then I have assumed that you would 
ihave to mobilise these eight divisions 
‘and send them out. I should like to 
| put it to the noble Lord whether I am 
overstating the case when I say that in 
order to make up these eight divisions 
you would have to fall back on your 
Reserves. You have 91,000 Reservists in 
this country, and to make up the eight 
divisions you would have to call out 
60,000 Reservists. How are you going 
to officer those 60,000 Reservists, taking 
one officer to every thirty Reservists ! 
It would require 2,000 officers to officer 
the Reservists who would be taken to 
make up the eight divisions, That 
is at the commencement; but some 
allowance must be made for wastage in 
war and for loss among officers through 
death and disease. 


Sir Coleridge Grove stated in his 





evidence before the Elgin Commission 








is 
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that 3,000 officers above the normal 
were supplied during eighteen months of 
the South African War, excluding Auxi- 
liaries. The campaign that I am suppos- 
ing is not in @ country apything like 
x healthy as South Africa. 


Army. 


‘There is 
no doubt that we were saved great losses | 
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in South Africa by the healthiness of | 
that country, and the conditions, there- | 


fore, under which our troops were able to 
serve there; but on the North-West 


Frontier of India you have great ex- | 
tremes of temperature, and a very rough | 


country to fight in. You would, I sup- 


pose, be fighting against European soldiers, | 


You have also to consider the high 


mortality that is always found to ensue | 


when native troops are led by white 
officers. White officers have to show 
themselves well to the front, and conse- 
quently they suffer. I do not think that 
I am putting it very high when I say 


that you ought to allow 3,000 officers for | 


twelve months service in such a waz. 
But that is not all. 


to provide for a year’s wat. The war 


might come to an end at the conclusion of | 
the first year, bat still you must be pre- 
pired for the contingency of its going on | 


beyond the first year. I know that beth 
the Intelligence Department and the Staff 
College have estimated that in order 
to keep a force of eight divisions and 
your Indian Army in full strength you 
would require to supply 140,000 men a 
year. I suppose you would take steps 
at once to get this number of men to 
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there are the 2,000 officers for the Re- 
servists who would go out the first year 
of the war; there are the 1,000 to meet 
the wastage of the first year; and there 
are the 2,600 to train the recruits in 
case the war should go into the second 
year, making a total of 6,942 officers who 
would have to be provided during the 
first year’s hostilities. My Lords, where 
are you going to get that number, or 
half that number, from? You have no 
reserve. At this moment I believe, you 
have eighty-seven Staff College officers, 
with instructors; I think your junior 
officers’ reserve is about 479, and I 
believe you have about thirty officers 
unemployed under the rank of colonel 
or second in command. That the 
asset you have to set against this great 
demand for officers. It may be thought 
that I am drawing on my imagination, 
but I do honestly believe that that is 
about the number of men that would have 
to be provided, and that we ought to be 
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is 


F .. ,|able to provide, in order to carry on 
It is not sufficient 


operations such as I have described and 
such as I believe are considered to be 


possible. 
I will leave that and come to the 
present difficulty. After all, nobody 


|denies that there is a difficulty now in 


| candidates for commissions. 


reinforce your Army during the second | 


year. What would you then have to 
fall back upon ¢ I daresay there might 
be about 30,000 recruits not of sufficient 
age to go in the first year to the war. 
Then you might have, perhaps, 30,000 
Militiamen to send out. That 


obtaining officers. I remember that 
the other day the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for War said, in the 
debats raised by the Duke of Bedford, 
that there was no difficulty in getting 
I agree with 
him on the whole, but I do say that at 
this moment you have not got sufficient 
candidates for the cavalry and the 


| Guards ; or I will put it in this way, that 


leave you with still some 80,000 men) 


to find, and you would have to recruit 
them. You would also have 
those 80,000 recruits at home during the 
first year of the war. You must have 
officers to do that. If I may take on: 
officer to every thirty men, 2,600 officers 
would be required in order to train and 
make ready the troops that would be 
necessary to continue the war and to rein- 
force your Army during the second year. 


_ That littlesum amounts to this. There 
is the original deficiency of 1,542; 


to train) from the fact that you have had an 





| and the Guards. 
would | 


you are beginning to feel a tightness in 
the supply of candidates for the cavalry 
What, then, does this 
shortage arise from? Itis admitted that 
it does not come from any want of men 
ready to serve in the Army. It comes 


altogether abnormal number of resigna- 
tions of officers who have already 
obtained a certain position in the service. 
The noble Earl, in the Answer he gave 
to Lord Heneage the other day, said 
that since the South African War 321 
cavalry officers had voluntarily retired 
or resigned their com nissions, and during 
the same time 116 have received com- 
miss:ons. 
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Let me take the case with regard to 
the Guards and the cavalry. I will 
take the year before the effect of the 
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war can have at all acted on the motives | 


of men remaining in or leaving the Army. 
In the year 1898 I find that there were 


fifty-two voluntary retirements or resig- | 


nations from the Guards and cavalry. 


In 1903, again, there were no less than | 


144 such voluntary retirements or resigna- 
tions, or nearly treble the number in 
1898. What I am told is that quite 
recently over 1,000 officers have either 
resigned their commissions, given notice 
that they will resign them, or have told 
their commanding officers that they are 
thinking of resigning. I have seen that 
put at 1,500, but Iam not going to argue 
upon any particular figure. My point 
is that there is a great movement in that 
direction, that the ordinary number of 


retirements year by year throughout the | 


Army is gradually increasing, and that 
you are losing valuable men who have 
already received training and have had 
considerable experience. Even 
they are replaced they are replaced by 


men who have to be trained in order to! 


become efficient. 


There are various reasons given for 
this state of things. 


it is because the pay is too low. I have 
not got much belief in that. I quite) 


admit that the pay of the Army officer 
is not high, and I think that at any rate 
in the lower ranks some increase might 
well be given. 


and I think heutenants might get 7s. 6d. | 


a day. But the amount of pay is not 
what will bring men into the Army. 


Whatever vou are likely to give will not | 


be such as to be a great inducement to 


men to become officers in the Army. | 


They will enter for other reasons than 
that of pay. 
that it is on account of the great amount 
of work that has been thrown on officers 
lately. I do not believe that either. 
If you said that it was on account of the 
great worry that had been thrown on 
officers lately there would be something 
in it; but I do not believe it is either 
insufficiency of pay or over-sufficiency 
of work that has caused these retirements. 
That being the case, you will say, what 
do I think has been the cause? I can 
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when | 


Some people say | 


I think second lieutenants | 
might get 6s. 6d. a day instead of 5s. 3d., | 


Another explanation is | 
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| tell you very shortly. It is the absolute 

uncertainty of the position of the Army 
and of the officer in the Army, and the 
uncertainty as to what is going to happen 
| to the Army, or to the particular regiment 
or officer. Nobody knows what is going 
to happen, and naturally officers do not 
| like to remain in that state of uncertainty 
and doubt. If they enter a career they 
like to have an opportunity of following 
‘it out with some certainty of success if 
they sre competent. 
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When you hear of a regiment being 
ordered abroad, and of that order being 
suddenly countermanded after all the 
arrangements have been made by the 
officers ; when you hear of a commanding 
officer who has three houses on his hands 

| at the same time because he has been 
moved so often from one place to another ; 
when you hear of officers who have held 
high positions and who had every right 
to expect to be maintained in those 
positions suddenly thrown out without 
any particular reason—I am not going 
to mention names, though they could be 
easily given—when you heer these things 
, You can quite understand why retirements 
| and resignations come about. The great 
reason for all these retirements is that the 
War Office is out of touch with the Army 
altogether. I will grant that the War 
Office is extremely anxious to apply 
remedies to the Army. During the last 
few years it has gone on applying remedy 
after remedy, but it has never diagnosed 
the disease, and a great deal of the pre- 
sent discontent arises from the fact that 
officers do not like to feel that their 
career and their position is largely at 
/the sway of what I can call nothing but 
‘ignorance and incapacity. 


The effect of this has been to excite 
the discontent of two classes of officers: 
The officer who is keen for his work dis- 
likes this new r/gume and this new order 
because he feels the utter hollowness of 
all the worries that are imposed upop 
/him. The idle officer hates them also 
| because they interfere with his pleasure. 
| I expect that under any improved system 
‘for the Army you would find the idle 
| officer’s pleasures interfered with, and, 
if he went, I daresay the country could 
| get on well without him. The authorities 
have been desirous of making a great 


| show. They have gone in for a great 
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many field days; they have imposed 
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{conditions of service of officers in all 


a great many examinations. No doubt) branches of the King’s Army require 
it is a very good thing for an officer to/ the instant attention of His Maj-sty’s 


know all about the American War and 
the Peninsula War, and to write an essay 
on the tactics of Moltke in 1866 and 
1870; but the first duty of officers is to 
be able to train their men, and they 
cannot do that unless they are given 
men to train and are allowed to train 
them. That is what is not done now. 


As a matter of fact, what does a com- 
pany officer find? He thinks himself 
very lucky if he gets half his company 
out on any occasion, Let me give you 
an instance. There is supposed to be a 
cavalry brigade ready to take the field 
at Aldershot—three regiments supposed 
to be of the strength of 600 each. What 
is the fact ? By putting into the ranks 
their mess waiters and the officers’ ser- 
vants they can just each average 200, 
so that the total of that brigade when it 
comes to war is 600 of all ranks instead 
of 1,800. The fact of the matter is, the 
regimental officers—and I own that I 
myself have a great tenderness for the 
regimental officers, for it was they and 
the soldiers, not the generals or the 
staff, who pulled this country through 
the South African War—the regimental 
officers get very little opportunity of 
seeing their men, much less of training 
them. For the annual company field 
training no doubt the regimental officer 
does have his men, but he only has half 
a company instead of a whole company. 


On field days he sees them, such as they ' 


are, and also on church parade. Beyond 
that he does not do very much, and I 
honestly believe that the cause ot good 
officers leaving the Army is that they are 
sickened by the hollowness and mockery 
of their evervday life. It is not tor me 
to suggest a remedy for this state of 
things. I merely ask my noble friend if 
any and what steps have been taken to 
mitigate this grave source of weakness to 
the efficiency of our land forces, and I 
ask your Lordships to support me in 
declaring that this House is of opinion 
that the supply, training, and conditions 
ot service of officers in all branches of the 
King’s Army require the instant atten- 
tion of His Maj.sty’s Government. 


Moved to resolve, “‘ That this House is 
of opinion that the supply, training, and 


| Government.” —(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lorp LOVAT: My Lords, I con- 
gratulate the noble Lord who has just sat 
down on the very interesting way in which 
he has put the facts before the House. 
They are facts which the nation as yet 
has not had placed before them, but they 
are facts each one of which can be de- 
duced from the Blue-books and from the 
Army List. There are certain general 
principles which make it essential that 
our Army should be more thoroughly 
officered with qualified officers than any 
army on the Continent. Our Army is 
founded on the basis of possible expan- 
sion. We have a small standing Army 
which, in time of need, has to be very 
considerably increased ; and therefore it 
is of the first importance that we should 
have a good supply of officers. It 1s 
well known that men, provided they can 
shoot, can be quickly made into soldiers ; 
but, as was pointed out in the Report of 
the Elgin Commission and also in the Re- 
port of the Norfolk Commission, officers 
cannot be improvised in a moment, and 
it is therefore most essential that we 
should have a sufficient supply of officers 
in the ranks, and an adequate reserve to 
meet the casualties which must occur. 

Our Army, moreover, must always be 
made up of men of various degrees of 
training. It must consist of a certain 
number of Regulars, a certain number « f 
half-trained Militiamen, and an eveu 
larger number of Volunteers who have 
had but little training at all. It is a 
well-known axiom that the less educated 
the troops the more educated the officers 
must be who lead them. There is another 
principle which is equally applicable to 
the British Army. The whole of our 
Army is founded on the voluntary system 
of service, and the men in it must be led 
and not driven. The iron discipline of 
the Germans is inapplicable in our case. 
It is essential that each officer should 
have the respect of his men, otherwise 
| the morale of the Army must suffer. 
|The Elgin Commission in their Report 
said that— 

‘‘There is no subject of more supreme im- 


portance to the organisation of the Army than 
the supply of officers.” 
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Well, my Lords, how do we stand in 
this respect ? 
of junior officers, ot subalterns, and 
captains. Of colonels and higher officers 
we have always had a redundancy. In 
the German army they have, in the 
Landwehr Reserve, over 13,000 second 
lieutenants ; they have something like 
7,000 first lieutenants, and some 3,000 
captains. The French army, in con- 
nection with which it was stated that 
they had the greatest anxiety about the 
scarcity of officers, possesses 18,500 in the 
Reserve. We, with all our expansion, 
have a reserve, I think, of seventeen 
second lieutenants, of about 100 first 
lieutenants, and some 600 or 800 captains. 
Included among the lieutenants are 
Cabinet Ministers and others. We see 
officers who command Auxiliary units 
figuring among these officers. It is 
a well-known fact that on mobilisation 
during the South African War a very 
considerable number of these did not 
appear through ill-health, monetary 
Gauses, and otherwise; and that is 
what we have got to fall back upon to fill 
up this enormous number of vacancies 
which Lord Tweedmouth has pointed 
out. 

As to the exact deficiency of ofiicers, 
everyone who works it out will probably 
come to a different result, but I think 
we are safe in saying that for service 
abroad and for ovr Auxiliary Forces we 
are not less than 10,000 officers short at 
the present time. The statement of 
Sir Coleridge Giove that 3,000 officers 
were required for the first eighteen 
months of the South African War was 
exclusive of officers for the Auxihary 
Forces. They were to fill the ranks of the 
reserve forces of officers and to replace 
the casualties. There could be no war 
in which the casualties were fewer than 
in the South African War. Would any- 
one compare South Africa, which has, 
perhaps, the best climate in the world, 
with the North-Western Frontier of 
India, where the thermometer varies 
nearly a hundred degrees from morning 
to night? Sir Evelyn Wood pointed 
out, in his evidence, how one Reserve 
officer commanded 850 men at home. 
From another statement before the same 
Commission it appears that there were 
seventeen officers during the South 
African War to officer the whole 4,500 
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What we want is a supply | 
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|gunners who were mobilised. There 
were companies in the war which had 
only one or two very junior officers. If 
we add to the officers who would be 
required to go to the front the officers 
necessary for the proper training of the 
Reserves not immediately sent out, the 
number of officers deficient would be 
very considerably incressed. It is no 
exaggeration to say thet the deficiency, 
including the Auxiliary Forces, is 10,000 
officers. Of some of Lord Tweed- 
mouth’s figures I do not pretend to 
judge, but I consider his stetement as to 
staff officers very much below the actual 
requirements. When you consider that 
in evidence before the Norfolk Com- 
mission 453 officers were put down for 
the Army Service Corps alone, the 
number which the noble Lord calculated 
—13,000—is by no means over-estimated. 


How is the existing deficiency going to 
be made up? It is constituted, in the 
first place, by a deficiency in Regular 
officers. I do not agree with the noble 
Lord as to the gravity of the deficiency 
of 250 officers, because that will be put 
right, to @ certain extent, very soor 
when the next batch come up from 
Sandhurst and the garrisor regiments 
are dismissed. But there is one question 
withregard to that which is of importarce. 
The senior subalterns of to-day put in an 
average of six and a-half yeers service, 
while previously they put in rather over 
nine years service. That means that 
you are now losing your officers who 
understand their work, and that is a 
sign which is not hopeful for the future 
of the Army. I do not wish to enlarge 
m the point which Lord Tweedmouth 
raised as to the pinpricks to which 
officers seem to be subject at every 
turn, but I think there are certain 
matters which the War Office might 
without much difficu'ty redress. I mean, 
for instance, such questions as the con- 
tinual changes of drill-books and drill 
regulations, the continual changes cf 
dress, and the shifting of barracks. 
Again, if you wish the senior >fficers to 
regard the War Office in a_ friendly 
spirit, it is not a good thing, for two years 
in succession, to have the seniority 
examinstion held on Derby dey. I do 
not say that officers need necessarily be 
encouraged to go racing, but I think 
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that on the day of a national festival | 
like the Derby it is rather unnecessary, | 
after some trouble had been raised last | 
year, to have Derby day again appointed 
for the examination of senior officers. 


Army. 


Then there are other matters, such as 
the short notice which is given of changes. 
The 17th Lancers were ordered to go to 
Egypt. They had procured their houses 
in Egypt and bought their polo ponies 
there ; they had given up their houses in 
this country and made all the arrange- 
ments to start, but at the last moment 
were told they were not to go. That 
makes dissatisfaction almost indelible. 
Junior Officers see the statement which 
was made by Lord Kitchener, that as a 
whole the junior officers did better work 
than the senior officers throughout the 
South African War; yet it is the junior 
officers to whose interests no considera- 
tion whatever is given. 

I wish for a moment to go into the 
question of Staff and mobilisation. Evi- 
dence taken before the Elgin Commission 
made it clear, according to the Report 
«f the Commission, that confusion was 
caused by the fact that there was much 
improvisation in Staff arrangements at 
the beginning of the war. At the present 
moment there are in England only 
twenty-nine unemployed Staff officers 
under the rank of colonel—twenty-nine 
for eight divisions. In the late war 
there was about the same number. One 
general said— 

‘There was no officer of any war experi- 
ence on my staff.” 

Lord Kitchener, too, complained about 
the inequality of the work, and it is well 
known that only one brigade—General 
Hildyard’s—left England as a constituted 
body with all the staff known to the 
general. That will happen egain; we 
shall have identically the same thing 
repeated. I asked the noble Karl the 
other day what the exact deficiency of 
Staff officers was, and he informed me 
that that was not the time to bring the 
matter forward. I would now ask the 
noble Earl what the deficiency of Staff 
officers is in the Army as a whole on 
mobilisation. 

There are certain things which might 
be done without very much cost. In 
ihe first place we should have both a 
dong course and a short course at the | 
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Staff College. We ought to have a long 
course of two years for those who were 
going to the general staff, a shorter 
course of one vear for those who were 
going to be the acting staff officers in 
the various brigades, and, further- 
more, we ought to have a course of 
six months or so for the pick of our 
Auxiliary adjutants to learn staff work. 
They will have, in the case of the mobilisa- 
tion of the whole of our forces, to act as 
Staff officers for the Auxiliary brigades 
and divisions, That has also been ad- 
vocated by Lord Kitchener in his evidence 
before the Elgin Commission. I would 
also hike to say a few words on the subject 
of the Auxiliary Forces, in connection 
with which a terrible deficiency exists. 
The numbers have already been quoted. 
In the South African War we took Militia 
officers, but we shall be able to take them 
no longer. We have to go down to the 
Volunteers to fill up the ranks of officers 
in the Regulars. Many of the officers 
in the Volunteers are simply serving 
in order to get recruits and to keep the 
regiments together. 
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If you do not recruit from the Volun- 
teers, where will you go for your 
officers to make up this deficiency of 
something like 7,000 for service abroad ? 
You will have te go out to the man 
in the street. We tried that in 
the South African War, and what did 
we find? Of 500 officers for one lot 
of Yeomanry 148 were cashiered before 
they had been out in South Africa many 
months, and, in addition, there were a 
considerable number who were not 
cashiered, but who were left in camps as 
perfectly hopeless to command men in the 
field. If you recruit again in the same 
way, 50 per cent. of your men will, as in 
the case of the Yeomanry officers to whom 
I have referred, be useless after short 
service and have to be fired out. As to 
what may be done to improve matters in 
regard to the Auxiliary Forces, the 
principle might be adopted which is laid 
down by the Norfolk Commission— 
namely, that an officer should not have 
to pay to serve his King. It would appear 
that many gentlemen who now serve as 
non-commissioned officers or privates 
are kept out of the commissioned ranks 
because they are not able to face the ex- 
pense of £20 or £30 which it is necessary 
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to incur to be an officer in these regiments. 
Surely, by some proper rearrangement 
of the capitation grant, officers need not 
be called upon to pay to serve in that 
force. I am convinced that there are 
only two methods by which we can get 
the officers necessary—either by some 
system of compulsory service for the 
leisured classes—by that I mean the en- 
forcement of the Ballot Act against those 
without incumbrance who have, say, 
£400 a vear and have reached the age of 
twenty-one—or, by what I think is more 
rational, an appeal to the Universities 
and the seats of learning. 


Army. 


*THe Earn or ERROLL: My Lords, 
perhaps I may be allowed to make a few 
remarks on this subject purely from the 
point of view of cavalry officers. I have 
been watching for some time with con- 
siderable anxiety the gradual and steady 
decrease in the number of officers in the 
cavalry, and I feel that unless this wast- 
age can be arrested the efficiency of the 
cavalry must be very seriously pre- 
judiced. I seldom look into the Gazette 
without seeing two or three resignations, 
and I very rarely find a corresponding 
number of appointments to fill up the 
vacancies. In August, 1903, the date 
which I think the noble Lord took, I 
find that the cavalry was seven officers 
over its strength. When we come to 
January, 1905, the surplus had been swept 
away and we had by that time a de- 
ficiency of thirty-seven. In April, 1905, 
just three months later, that deficiency 
had risen to sixty-seven. Taking cavalry 
officers at somewhere between 600 and 
700 strong, your Lordships will see that 
this deficiency comes to something like 
10 per cent. 

I am informed by officers who are 
qualified to know that the establishment 
of our cavalry at the present moment 
is none too high even if all the regiments 
were full and up to their proper strength. 
These defects ought to be remedied and 
to be remedied at once. The effect 
which this has upon the cavalry is 
cumulative. As the shrinkage  in- 
creases the work also gets harder, and 
the tendency to resign becomes very 
much stronger. There is one regiment 
which the noble Earl mentioned, the 5th 
Lancers, which has five subalterns short. 


The meaning of that is that nine sub- | 
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alterns have to do the work of fourteen, 
and consequently there is a tendency to 
discontent in the regiment. Your Lord- 
ships understand that it is quite im- 
possible to improvise officers. Officers 
to be efficient must have a thorough 
professional training, and it is very 
important thet this training should be 
given them in the early stages of their 
service when they are young. We must 
remember that the subalterns of to-day 
are the captains of five years hence, and 
that if we heve a large deficiency now in 
the junior ranks in the future we shall 
have no experienced officers to take the 
places of those captains who are either 
promoted or pass into civil life. I think 
that is one of the strongest reasons 
why immediate action should be taken. 


I am happy to think that this subject 
has been occupying the attention of 
His Majesty’s Government. I believe 
that a Committee has been sitting, and 
that certain recommendations have been 
made. I do not, of course, know what 
they are, but I hope that the noble Earl 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
will be able to reassure us, and to tell us 
that some steps will be taken which are 
likely to make the cavalry more attrac- 
tive than it is at the present moment. 
In my opinion—end this is purely my 
own opinion as e  soldier—there are 
various reasons why the cavalry is un- 
populer at the present moment. I 
believe that the chief among these are 
the inadequacy cf the pey, the uncer- 
tainty of the prospects, and the constant 
worry, which has been already referred 
to. I do not believe that it is the extra 
work that the officers mind—I believe 
it is the constant and never-ending 
examinations. In the Navy a_ sub- 
lieutenant when he has been to Green- 
wich at the age of about twenty finishes 
all his examinations. He has no further 
compulsory examinations, and I do not 
think anybody will say that the officers 
of the Navy are less efficient than the 
officers of the service to which I have 
the honour to belong. But, my Lords, 
these examinations in the Army are 
constant and never-ending. One officer 
described the situation, I thought, some- 
what aptly when he said— 

‘‘ We seem never to get away from examina- 
tions, they seem to last all our lives, and even 
after death we have a post mortem.” 
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I believe that this question resolves 
itself into one of supply and demand. 
When there were a great meny more 
officers than were necessary to fill up 
the vacancies the country was able to 
make its own bargain. Now that the 
supply hes fallen below the demand, 
and, if I may say so, the boot is on the 
other leg, I think some extreme measures 
will have to be taken to fill up the vacan- 
cies. Increase of pay would be of great 
service. This is the opinion of a great 
many senior officers with whom I have 
conversed on the subject. In the Indian 
cavalry there is no difficulty in recruiting 
officers because the pay is very much 
better and the pension is worth looking 
forward to. The pay of a private soldier 
has during the last thirty years been ma- 
terially increased and hisposition has been 
very much improved in various ways. 
Officers’ pay has alone remained station- 
ary, although the expense of living has 
very much increased and the consequent 
spending value of money very much 
decreas: d. 


At one time it used to be thought 
that the supply of officers was inex- 
haustible, and that if you gave them no 
pay at all you could get as many as you 
liked. Those times havechanged. Suit- 
able young men have gone on strike, an 
abnormal number of resignations is 
taking place, and it is more difficult 
every day to fill the vacancies. In 
old days the Army was looked upon as 
@ service in which to spend a few years 
among pleasant companions, with a 
chance of seeing a little active service, and 
when not too great a call was made upon 
the officer’s time during peace; I believe 
that the miserable pittance which is called 
“pay ” was looked upon more as a sort 
of retaining fee, and that the life was 
sufficiently attractive to get the number 
of officers required. As I have said, 
the times have considerably changed. 
I am not finding fault with that change. 
1 am far from denying that we should 
have officers highly trained and up to 


date, but I cannot conceal from myself , 


at the same time the fact that their work 
has increased ten-fold. Now that their 
whole time is given up to soldiering they 
should receive much better remuneration. 


At the present moment it seems to 
me we are rather falling between two 
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stools. We are not getting the old 
sporting officer that we used to get be- 
cause he will not stand quite so much 
interference with his liberty, and we 
are not getting the poor man because 
we do not pay enough to make it worth 
his while to serve. If we do not look 
out, I think we shall end by getting 
neither. I know I am laying myself 
open to be told that any appreciable 
increase in the pay of the officer would 
not be stood by the taxpayer. If the 
taxpayer will not pay the market price 
and if this wastage goes on, as I venture 
to predict it will, all I can say is the 
taxpayer will have to do the work himself. 
I think the advantages which the tax- 
payer enjoys in immunity from con- 
scription are so great and so far-reaching 
that he ought not to grudge a fair wage 
to those who guarantee him that 
security, without which it would be 
impossible for him to carry on his com- 
merce, his business, and his daily life 
in safety. I quite admit that the 
Army Estimates are very high, but my 
point is that the men who do the 
work—that is to say, the combatant 
officers—do not get their fair share- 
I should like to read to your Lord- 
ships a comparison of the pay given 
to British, Australian, and American 
officers. The second-lieutenant in the 
British Army gets the princely wage of 
£95 a year. In Australia apparently 
there are no second lieutenants, but in 
America the second lieutenant gets 
£280 a year. A lieutenant in the British 
Army gets £118 a year; in the Australian 
Army £200, rising by £25a year to £300; 
and in the American Army £300. Cap- 
tains in the British Army get £211; in 
the Australian Army from £325 to £400; 
and in the American Army £360. Majors 
receive in this country £247; in Australia 
from £425 to £500; and in America £500. 
Lieutenant-colonels receive here £328; 
in Australia from £500 to £600; and jin 
America £600. I think this shows that 
the Colonies recognise the justice of 
giving a fair day’s pay for a fair day’s 
work, and that they treat their officers: 
very much more generously than we¥do. 

What are the conditions under which 
we ask the British subaltern to serve ? 
In the first place he has to pass a very 
stiff examination, and in consequence 
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our public schools he has to go through 
a special and expensive preparation— 
how expensive some of your Lordships 
who have had sons at crammers 
must know. Then, after he has gone 
through this ordeal you give him the 
wages of an artisan or of one of your 
Lordships’ butlers. For this pay he runs 
a very great risk of being killed or of 
dying of fever in a far off country, while 
the said artisan is able to carry on his 
work in perfect peace and the butler is 
able to pour out your Lordships’ claret, 
neither of them doing anything personally 
for the defence of their country. If he 
grumbles in the least, or gives out that 
it is difficult to make both ends meet, 
what do you do? Do you give him 
more pay? Certainly not. You begin 
cutting down his little comforts and make 
his life as unattractive as you possible 
can. 


There is nothing that the British 
citizen likes so much as lecturing the 
subaltern on his extravagance. I be- 
lieve the extravagance is very greatly 
exaggerated. I am informed by officers 
in the cavalry who have every right to 
know, that it is perfectly possible for an 
officer in a cavalry regiment to live now 
on £300 a year. The initial expense of 
joining is also much less. The cavalry is 


no doubt a less expensive force now than | 


it used to be, but at the same time it is 
more difficult to get officers. Regiments 
very often get the blame when a young 
man comes to grief, although they have 
done all in their power to help him. It 
depends on the boy much more than on 
the regiment. 
by parents how much money young men 
coming into my regiment as officers would 
want, I used to reply that it would de- 
pend very much on the boy and how he 
had been brought up. I have no sym- 
pathy with a man who sends his son into 
a very expensive regiment because he 
thinks he gets some sort of social ad- 
vantages thereby, and then writes to 
The Times ad g.umbles at the expense. 


I hope that, whatever steps the Govern- | 


ment take to get officers, we shall not get 
a different class of officer in the cavalry 
from that we have had in the past. 


I daresay this is not the opinion of 
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of the somewhat antiquated methods of 'I have formed after thirty-six years 


service, and it is the opinion held by 
every Inspector-General of Cavalry and 
by every commanding officer of cavalry 
whom I have met, that what we want in 
the cavalry are sportsmen. We do not 
want prigs or pedants. There is a 
popular fallacy in this country that ail 
Englishmen are horsemen. I do not be- 
lieve that is the case. We are not a 
riding nation. I say that with all dif- 
dence in your Lordships’ House, where 
there are so many brilliant examples 


to prove [ am wrong. Englishmen 
cannot compare with Australians, 


South Africans, Canadians, or any of our 
frontiersmen in the matter of horseman- 
ship. The people of this country very 
seldom got on a horse at all, and they do 
not get that rough-and-ready lite which 
best fits a man for service iu the field. 
The nearest approach to it is to 
be found in the hunting | field. 
Why were the Boers such good scouts ? 
Not because they were scientific soldiers 
or highly educated. If it had come to 
the question of education we should have’ 
had a walk over. It wes because of thie 


outdoor and sporting lite they 
led. I venture to think the country 
will get better value out of the 


sportsman who hunts and plays polo 
than out of the man who never gets on a 
horse except on parade. He is not only 
a better horseman, but, what is more 
important on service, he is a better horse- 
master. Some of the best scouting that 
was doie in South Africa was done by 
the foxhunting officers of the first con- 
tingent of Yeomanry who went out 
and who had little technical know- 
ledge before they started. Instead 
of driving this class of man _ out 
we ought to do all we can to keep him 
in, at any rate until we can get others to 
take his place. 


Another reason why we have not got 
officers is that the standard of education 
has become rather too high. No one 
values the advantages of education more 
than I do, but I think at the present 
moment it is being rather overdone. 
No amount of education will make a 
good general, Nothing but force of 
character and strength of will will do 
that. There is no doubt that at the 


the man in the street, but it is the opinion | present moment the high standard of 


The Earl of Erroll. 
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education frightens away a great many 
men who would make very good cavalry 
officers. Thisprinciple has been to a certain 
extent acknowledged by admitting officers 
to the Guards without examination as 
probationers, though they will have, 
alter a couple of years, to pass a purely 
technical examination in order to be 
allowed to stay on. 


It is not so much the falling 
off in the candidates which seems 
to me so very serious. It is, as 


has been mentioned before, the abnor- 
mal number of resignations. The noble 
Earl told us the other day that the 
resignations had numbered about 520 
since the war. Making all allowances 
for the supernumeraries, I think this 
total is too high, because it comes to very 
nearly half the number of officers we 
have got in the cavalry. I believe it is 
due, as has also been stated, to the 
uncertain prospects of the officer. It is 
easy enough to get boys. The love of 
adventure, the chance of seeing active 
service, and the sort of glamour that 
always hangs round the soldier’s life 
will get you the boys; the difficulty 
is to retain the best men, who see much 
better opportunities in private life. 
The prospects of the majority of our 
olicers are not brilliant owing to the 
tendency of recent legislation to reduce 
the appointments for seniors. This, I 
believe, makes a good many men resign. 
A man is very lucky now if he gets com- 
mand of his regiment or battalion, but 
it is after that that the pinch comes ; 
and I believe that the abolition of depot 
centres has had the effect of putting a 
good many officers on the shelf. Thee 
is no doubt that ths amalgamation of 
depots has been a good thing in itself, 
but it has reduced to a certain extent 
the chances of senior officers securing 
alvanced appointments and they get 
put on half pay at £300 a year or 
are retired on a_ totally inadequate 
pension of £420. The 
Kgypt has been reduced from that of 
uajor-general to brigadier-general, and 
in consequence the A.A.G. has been done 
away with. 
many posts for senior officers have been 
done away with. It is changes like these 
that give rise to unrest and prevent men 
embarking on a career the plums of which 
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150 


become fewer and fewer every year. In 
the cavalry the prospects are worse, 
because there are fewer billets open to 
cavalry officers when they have left 
their regiments than are open to officers 
of the other branches of the service. 
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I am afraid we cannot disguise from 
ourselves that there is a feeling that the 
officer is not very generously treated by 
the country. I do not think that that 
feeling is against any particular Govern- 
ment or any particular Party. It is a 
feeling of resentment against the policy 
which has been acquiesced in by succes- 
sive Governments, and it tends to focus 
itself against the War Office. Govern- 
ments may come and Governments may 
go, but from the soldier’s point of view 
the War Office goes on for ever. There 
is no doubt that there is a feeling against 
the War Office that officers are not well 
treated, and which gives a sort of soreness 
which it is almost impossible to ignore. 
This feeling is not of recent date; it 
dates almost from the days when purchase 
was done away with. Tosum up, my con- 
tention is that if the country wants to 
attract the best men it will have to pay the 
lower grades better, and it will have to 
give a certainty of employment to the 
higher grades. In other words, it must 
make the service good enough. The pro- 
spects at the present moment are too 
shadowy to attract good men, and, what 
is more important still, to keep them: 
I thank your Lordships for the patience 
with which you have listened to me. 
This is a subject on which I feel very 
strongly, and this must be my excuse for 
having detained your Lordships so long 


THE Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, 
I venture to address your Lordships 
with some diffidence after so many 
more prominent Members have spoken, 
but I do so because I think perhaps 
the opinions of one who until recently 
had the honour of holding a commission 
in His Majesty’s service may prove 
of some interest. The figures which have 
been given by Lord Tweedmouth re- 
present a very serious state of affairs, 
because they show that the class which 
has until now supplied the British Army 
with officers is no longer able to supply 
them, or, if it does, that those officers 
are no longer willing to stay. However 
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advanced may be the opinions one may | order saying that colonels of cavalry 
hold, I think all who have had anything | regiments were to forbid their officers 
to do with the Army will agree with me} keeping hunters and polo ponies, and 
when I say that to get the best officer} were to encourage them in the care, 
you must go to the upper or the pro- | shall we say, of white rabbits, the officers 
fessional classes. Experience has shown | being given professional advancement 
that the rank and file will more readily | who could produce the most remarkable 
obey and respect a man who has been| animal of that kind. I do think that 
brought up under circumstances different | such an instance as this of being worried 
to their own. Since we see this dearth/ about must not only disgust officers 
of officers, it is necessary for the country} already in the service, but have the 
to make the most earnest inquiries as| effect of preventing young men entering 
to the cause, and, having satisfied itself} on a military career. 

on that point, to remove that cause, 
whatever difficulties and expense may 
stand in the way. 


There is the other question of officers 
being given work which really leads to 
‘nothing very great. I have been talking 
to several senior officers lately. ‘They 
have obtained field rank; their soul is 
|in their profession, and they have served 


of all, because you do not pay the officer | their country all over the world, They 
enough for all that you ask of him, | S*ve me instances of certain infantry 
and, secondly, because he is being con- ‘battalions being sent this summer into 
tinually worried about. Those of your | MP for their training—a course of in- 
Lordships who have been soldiers wil] | Struction that has lasted two months ; 
understand the expression “ worried | that is, without musketry instruction and 
about,” which comes from Aldershot; | Without manceuvres, which may be com- 
; comes f ‘ 
but for the information of those who|ig,on. As I know from personal = 
have not been soldiers, “ worried about ” | perience, camp life is at least 25 per cent. 
may be defined as meaning that officers | ™0Te expensive for an officer than bar- 
are treated as irresponsible children | racks. At the same time there are many 
instead of-responsible men, and orders | Officers who are married, and who not only 
are given and work insisted upon which _ - “tigre the extra a ee 
cause expense and worry to the officers | 1@Ve ot the same time to Keep up their 
without leading to the efficiency of the _ home establishments as well. I do not 
Army. I will give you an instance of | SY that if this training was necessary 
thefirst kind. Just before I left the Army for the efficiency of their units the officers 
there was published an account of a would not cheerfully have acquiesced, 
War Office order, which was received | but they all say that the scheme of 
in a very laudatorv manner bv the Press, | 28truction which they had to give their 
. js s ‘ F . BAK ¢ Ta > " ae “] , iv 2 ] 

and which was to the effect that colonels |™en could have been easily given — 

three weeks or a month, and they felt 


commanding regiments were not to give j 

leave to young officers under their com- that through mismanagement the men 
mand until they had previously ascer- | Were Setting stale and overworked, and 
tained whether their parents were | everybody under them was getting 
anxious and ready to receive them. I) discontented. 

would remind your Lordships that an| You ask officers to undertake a _protes- 
officer, however young, holds a very) sion that involves a very high level 
responsible position, both morally and | of education, which I think perfectly 
financially, and I should like to know) right, and which also involves a very 
what the men over whom he is in com- expensive outfit, residence in every class 
mand can think of an officer who, while | of climate, continual moving, and also 
he is considered capable of looking after | @ very uncertain career, because, of 
them and of granting their leave, is not! necessity, promotion must depend on the 
capable of going outside his barrack | opinion and whim of one man. For all 
yard by himself. I confess I should} this you give an officer, as my noble 
not have been surprised if this order | friend Lord Errol, said just now, the 
had been supplemented by a further’ wages of an artisan. He has great 


The Earl of Arran, 





The opinion in the Army, and my 
own opinion, is that the reasons of the 
deficiency of officers are two-fold. First 
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moral and financial responsibilities and 
you pay him only a little over the wages 
of a weekly labourer. Great changes 
have been made in the Army. You 
have very properly increased the com- 
fort of the men and their pay ; you have 
made many changes in the interior 
economy, and I think every change has 
been for the good. But with all these 
changes, and with all the expense that 
has been incurred, the country has clean 
forgotten the officers. If you are to get 
the same class as officers that you have | 
now, if vou are to have the same class | 
of men who up to now have done the | 
work conscientiously, efficiently, and well, | 
you must pay them properly ; you must | 
pay them the wages that they would | 
get in other professions. High educa- 
tion turns a man into a reasoning animal, | 
and ne says to himself that if he has to 
work so hard for such little pay in the | 
Army he might as well turn his attention | 
to another career in which he would have | 
a chance of making his fortune and of 
securing a competency for himself and 
his wife and family in advanced age. 





THe Eart or ALBEMARLE: My | 
Lords, hitherto I have not taken part 
in any of these debates in your Lord- 
ships’ House, but I think I may claim | 
that I am entitled to be listened to for 
a few minutes as the only commanding 
officer of Volunteers who commanded an 
entire Volunteer battalion in the field in 
the late war. As one who for many years 
has taken the greatest interest in the 
Volunteers, I would embrace this oppor- 
tunity of asking the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary of State for War for 
a statement as to the intentions of the | 
War Office as regards the Volunteers 
in the immediate future. The noble Lord 
who raised this discussion to-night men- 
tioned the deficiency of Volunteer officers 
as 2,799. I do not think the noble Lord 
understated it, because that is not in- 
cluding quartermasters and other non- 
combatant officers. I wish to ask the 
noble Earl in what way he proposes to 
remedy the evil, for if the Volunteers 
are to be a reality and not a sham they 
must perforce be attended to. There 
are plenty of men in the ranks readily 
available and socially qualified to be- 
come officers if they receive at the} 





hands of His Majesty’s Government some | 
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encouragement and some little financial 
support. Many good men are deterred 
from joining the commissioned ranks 
by reason of the fact that they shirk 
responsibility, and many more by reason 
of the fact that they cannot afford the 
£20 or £30 which it is necessary for a 
commissioned officer to spend. I myself 
have seen men with large incomes serving 
in the ranks and doing fatigues and other 
menial work. That was three or four 
years ago. There are still men who will 
do such work to-day rather than become 
officers, because they shirk responsibility. 
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The Norfolk Commission declared that 
no officer ought to be compelled to pay 
for the privilege of serving the King. I 
am not going to enter into the rights or 
wrongs of that, but I understand that 
it is the intention of His Majesty’s 
Government to reduce the Volunteer 
force to 180,000 men, thereby, I believe, 


effecting a retrenchment of between 
£300,000 and £400,000 per year. I 


| would ask the noble Earl whether some 
| of that saving could not find its way into 
1 the Volunteer force. 


Can he not do 
something by way of increasing the 
capitation grant? Can he not give a 


little towards defraying the expenses 


which officers joining the commissioned 
ranks are bound to undertake ? I should 
like to see the capitation fee made more 
elastic. Before sitting down I should like 
to direct attention to the transport 
service. There are many regiments in 
the Volunteers which have no transport 
service at all, and others which have very 
inadequate transport service. I have 
been shown the place which the brigade 
that I have the honour to command 
will occupy in the case of invasion. Am 
I to go to this place with inadequate 
transport and also with a deficiency 
of officers? Is my brigade of four bat- 
talions to take its place in the defence 
of the country inadequately furnished ? 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY [or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Don- 
OUGHMORE): My Lords, I sav at once 
that I have nothing but friendly feelings 
towards the noble Lord opposite for 
having brought forward this important 
subject to-day, and I am very glad to join 
in a debate the tone of which has been 
so businesslike and so earnest in dealing 
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with a matter, which is, I think, the 
most important that could possibly 
confront any Minister replying for the 
War Office in your Lordships’ House. 
The noble Lord asks your Lordships to 
express the opinion that this matter 
requires the instant attention of His 
Majesty’s Government. I am sure I 
am speaking within the recollection of 
those of your Lordships who have been 
at the War Office, or been connected 
with the War Office, when I say that 
this is a matter which calls for constant 
attention, and it has been kept anxiously 
in mind during the last few months. I 
will not in these circumstances offer 
any objection to the Motion which the 
noble Lord has moved appearing on 
the Journals of the House. 


The debate this afternoon has ranged 
over a very great number of subjects. and I 
om glad that it shouldhave done so. The 
noble Lord who initiated the discussion, 

although he dealt with the shortage now 
existing in the Auxiliary Forces and in 
the Regular Forces, applied bimself more 
particularly to what I agree with him 
is infinitely the larger and moie important 
part of the subject—the general question 
of the extension of the whole Army for 
purposes of war. But before turning my 
attention to that I should like to deal at 
once with the Question asked me by the 
noble Earl Lord Albemarle. I can 
assure the noble Earl that we attach 
great importance to the necessity of 
developing Volunteer transport, and have 
intimated our intention to make », grant 
for this purpose as soon as money is 
available. 


I pass to the undoubted shortage of 
officers in the Auxiliary Forces. This 
is a very serious matter. I do not think 
the noble Lord epposite gave the per- 
centage, but it practically amounts to 
25 per cent., and I admit that it is by 
far the most serious problem which 
confronts the military authorities in 
connection with the Auxiliary Forces. 
The shoitage is easier to explain than 
to remedy. It must, of course, not be 
forgotten that we are still feeling the 


effects of a great war of long duration | 


—the longest war in which we have been 
engaged for a whole century—in the 
course of which many officers of the 


Auxiliary Forces achieved the two-fold | 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 
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patriotic purpose of serving their country 
and the desire to see wear service if the 
opportunity presented itself. It is natural, 
perhaps, that the ambitions of many 
of them in this direction should have 
been satisfied, and it is not a thing that 
we can complain of that there should 
now be, as there always has been after 
a war, a considerable increase in the 
number of resignations. No action that 
any Government can take can remedy 
such a thing as that. We have to wait 
for a remedy for that difficulty until 
& younger generation shall grow up who 
have not had the opportunities for war 
service. 


Lorp LOVAT: I should like to ask 
the noble Earl if that means that we 
must wait for twenty-five years before 
getting a new s t of officers. 


*TuEe EarLor DONOUGHMORE: Will 
the noble Lord let me finish my sentence ? 
I was only introducing the subject with 
some general observations, and showing 
how natural it is that at the present 
moment the impulse to join the voluntary 
Army should be weaker than it has been, 
and making good my point that it is 
easier to find reasons for the falling off 
than to suggest a remedy. But we 
have done something towards remedying 
the evil, and we intend to do more, as 
financial opportunities permit, to mt 
what is undoubtedly the true ideal, 
as laid down by the Norfolk Commission, 
that no man should be out of pocket 
by serving his country. We hope to 
increase the camp allowance to Volun- 
teer officers, and to provide them with 
horse allowance. Since the war we 
have provided an outfit allowance for the 
Militia. These, I edmut, are only pallia- 
tives. More drastic remedies will have 

be found. The remedies suggested 
to us in your Lordships’ House by those 
who are every bit as qualified to suggest 
remedies as we are, have not up to the 
present time been of a very practical 
nature. 


My noble friend Lord Raglan last year 
suggested £100 ayear for Militia officers as 
a retaining fee. I said then, and [I still 
think, that that wasnot a practicalremedy. 
I am familiar with the remedy suggested 
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by my noble friend opposite in his evi- 
dence before the Royal Commission, 
that we should have compulsory service 
un jer certain conditions. That is not 
a remedy which we can at present con- 
template, and I am sure the noble Lord, 
in his heart of hearts, does not expect us 
to contemplate it. He referred to 
another scheme which he has made his 
own—the use of the Universities to a 
larger extent than at present in the 
plans for obtaining officers for the Auxi- 
liary Forces. It is too early for us defi- 
nitely to announce our adhesion to that 
chem>; it is an expensive scheme. 
But we are going into it, as the noble 
Zarl knows, in great detail, and I can 
promise him that it will receive careful 
consideration. If I may express a purely 
personal wish I will say that I hope both 
lor the noble Lord’s sake and for our 
own that it may lead us definitely along 
the path which we all so much desire 
to tread. 

[ now turn to the Regular Army. 
The noble Lord who moved the Motion 
b fore the House gave the figures cor- 
rectly, The shortage of officers in the 
Guards is twenty-nine, in the cavalry 
sixty-nine, and in the infantry of the 


Line to date, 156. As regards the 
Guards, we have, as the noble Lord 


said, initiated the system of appoint- 
ment on probation, and if your Lordships 
will consult the Army List you will see 
that as a result a considerable ameliora- 
tion has taken place in the numbers of 
junior officers. We believe that this 
system, which was very carefully drawn 
up in consultation with colonels of the 
(‘uards, is leading us on the right road 
in solving the present difficulty. It 
has been settled that these probationers 
should be appointed every six months, 
not indiscriminately, and everything 
points to the probability that in this 
way a remedy will be found for the 
shortage in the Guards. 


Kart SPENCER: I should like to 
ask the noble Earl whether it is pro- 
posed to extend the same system to 
the cavalry. 


*Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE : 
It has been suggested, but at present 
it is not intended. The case of the 

VOL. CL. [Fourta Serizs.] 
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cavalry is far more serious than that 
of other branches, and a Committee has 
recently been sitting in connection with 
the matter. That Committee has col- 
lected a great deal of evidence from 
cavalry officers, which is, to a great 
extent, contradictory, as to the cause 
of the deficiency in the cavalry. I had 
hoped to have been able to inform your 
Lordships of the decision of the Army 
Council upon that, but we have not yet 
arrived at a full decision with regard 
to it. We admit that some special 
measures will be necessary in order to 
deal with this very serious deficiency 
in cavalry regiments —a_ deficiency 
which gives no sign whatever of de- 
creasing of its own accord. 


Eart SPENCER: And prompt mea- 
sures ¢ 

*THeE Earn or DONOUGHMORE : 
Yes. The engineers and artillery have 
at the present moment reached the 
establishment authorised by  Parlia- 
ment, and, as regards the infantry, the 
deficiency is not so much in the number 
of candidates that come forward; it 
is due to some extent to the want of 
accommodation at Sandhurst. The term 
there is very short!y coming to a conclu. 
sion, and as a result about 120 officers 
will join the infantry from Sandhurst at 
an early date, which will reduce the 
deficiency of 156 to only thirty-six, 
which is a very small percentage. 


I now come to another point touched 
on by the noble Lord—the question of 
the staff. It is impossible for anyone to 
affirm that the Staff College turns out at 
present enough trained staff officers for 
the requirements of the Army, especially 
in view of the expansion necessary in 
time of war; but, as your Lordships 
will perhaps remember, some advance 
has recently been made in this connection. 
Lord Kitchener has decided to open a 
Staff College in India, which will, of 
course, benefit the British Army to a 
considerable extent. I believe, though 
perhaps I may be wrong, that the last 
figures the War Office have shows that 
the Indian Staff College will turn out 
twenty-four staff officers every year. 
This will set free a number of places at 
the Staff College at home which are at 

F 
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present earmarked for candidates coming 
from India, and will have the effect of 
increasing pro tanto the present output 
of thirty-two staff officers per annum. 


Army. 


I do not pretend that this is anything 
like the end to which we should go, but 
it is at any rate a step in the right direc- 
tion. The only difficulty, as your Lord- 
ships will realise, in the way ot con- 


{LORDS} 





siderably extending the Staff College is 
one of pounds, shillings, and pence. We 
still have a considerable amount of 
money available from previous Loan 
Bills to be applied to educational establish- 
ments, and I can assure your Lordships 


that we intend to apply a portion of | 
| by the figures given by the noble Lord 


that to increasing the accommoda- 
tion at the Staff College. As regards the 
point mentioned by Lord Lovat with 
reference to the way in which improvised 
stafis went to South Africa, your Lord- 
ships are no doubt aware that at Aldershot 


the kingdom the units are now organised 
under the staffs which it is proposed 
should command them in time of war— 
a state of things which in no way existed 


| opposite. 
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wish to follow the noble Lord into his 
estimates as to what that necessity is. 
He put it at 7,000, and my noble friend 
opposite put it at 10,000. I admit, of 
course, that the number is very con- 
siderable. We hope to very materially 
increase the number of officers in the 
Army. My noble friend the Secretary 
of State for War announced a year ago 
that he hoped to add five officers to every 
regiment, but to my mind, though you 
may increase the number of officers in 
the Army on the active list, what is 
needed is a large reserve, on which to 
draw. We have at the present moment 
arather larger reserve than is represented 


We have 2.744 officers in the 
Reserve—-—- 


Lorp LOVAT: How many of those 


es i OF are senior officers 7 
and in some of the other commands in | 


before the South African War broke out. | 
The noble Lord touched on what is one | 


of the most burning questions with regard 
to staff education—namely, whether 
we could arrange a short course as well 
as a long course at the Staff College. He 
quoted Lord Kitchener as being in 
favour of such a course. 

Lorp LOVAT: The noble Earl is 
incorrect. 
as to the deficiency. 


*THE EarL or DONOUGHMORE: I 
beg the noble Lord’s pardon; I mis- 
understood him. But he must know) 
that that is a subject which occasions | 
considerable controversy. A great many | 
staff officers do not like the idea of going | 
through a short course for fear they | 
should be labelled as Class B. officers, 
while those who went through the longer 
course would be labelled Class A. ; 


I now come to what is, of course, the | 
most important part of the whole subject 
—the necessity of expansion in time of 
war of the present establishment of 
officers. With regard to the existence 
of that necessity there cannot pos- | 
sibly be two opinions. I do 

The Earl of Donoughmore. 


not | 


*THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: Of 
those 2,744 officers, 2,500, roughly speak- 
ing, are under ihe rank of colonel. I 
admit, however, that very few of them 
are subalterns, and that is the d rection 
in which we have to find the greatest 
expansion, A Committee is now sitting 
considering this very important  sub- 
ject, but I cannot anticipate when their 


Report will be received. Several pro- 


| posals are before them, one of which 


I only quoted Lord Kitchener | 


Is, that we should insist on all officers 
giving a certain service to the Army 
elther on the active list or in_ the 
Reserve; but it is possible that to in- 
sist on that might afiect the number of 
officers that would be obtained. The 
subject, therefore, is one of extreme 
delicacy, which can only be approached 
alter mature consideration. With re- 
gard to Sandhurst it is very satisfactory 
not only that the candidates vastly out- 
number the vacancies, but that the can- 
didates who have qualified, who have 
reached the standard that we consider 


| necessary, also vastly exceed the vacan- 


cies. In November, 1903, we had 445 


candidates ; eighty were admitted, and, 
_ beyond 


eighty, 252 qualified 
outside the list of those successful. 
In June, 1904, eighty-four were 
admitted out of 522, and 257; qualified 
outside. And last November 511 can- 
didates came forward, 129 were admitted 


these 











161 Army. 


and 244 qualified outside. That is, per- 
haps, the only satisfactory feature in 
connection with the whole question. 
We have made a temporary alteration 
—a retrograde alteration, I am sorry 
to say—at Sandhurst, and by reducing 


the course from two years to one we shall | 
acc’ By this that there is no earthly comparison 
alteration in the course we have doubled | 


obtain accommodation for 230. 


the accommodation, but we feel that 
we must still considerably increase 
the accommodation at Sandhurst. That 
will eost £300,000, if not more; but we 
lave made up our minds that expendi- 
ture in this direction is necessary, and 
plans are well forward for carrying out 
this alteration. 


The noble Lord opposite has shown, 
and I do not deny it, that there is a 
considerably larger movement in the 
direction of resignation than existed 
before the war. I think we must accept 
-uch a movement as inevitable for the 
have already outlined in 
lealing with the Auxiliary Forces. There 
are always a certain number of men who 
leave a voluntary Army at the end of a 


reasons | 


big war. 

ho moved the Motion now before the 
House does not put forward the view 
that the pay is too low. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : 


the case of the junior ranks. 


Except in 


*Tue Ears oF DONOUGHMORE: I 
weept the correction. I do not admit 
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IT am glad that the noble Lord | 


the justice of the comparison which has 


been drawn between the British officer 
and the artisan. I have not the least 


a Whi » average artisan 1 is | é : : : 
dea what the average artisan in this | taken action in that direction. 
country does receive, but the amenities | 


of the officer’s position, at any rate, 


aly separi is rr » of | . pe 
widely separate his lot from the lot of | saddlery and of a certain amount 


| of farriery are also made at the public 
| expense. 


The | 


the artisan. I would instance the fact 
that in the case of the artisan there is 
the danger of unemployment. 


artisan, again, does not receive housing | 


from his employer, and there are other 
advantages, such as free doctoring, etc., 
which do not fall to the lot of the artisan. 


THe Eart o—r ERROLL: 
does not have to live like a gentleman. 
Unless an officer lives like a gentleman 
he is of no use to you as an officer. 


The artisan | 
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THe Eart or ARRAN: And the 
officer has to keep up an expensive 
uniform, which is not the case with the 
artisan, 


*THE Ear or DONOUGHMORE: 
That only emphasises my contention 


between the two. The noble Lord 
opposite referred to the question of 
expense. I quite agree that the question 


of expense to officers is a very important 
one; and I am sure my noble :riend, 
whose experience in the Army is a recent 
one, will admit that a great deal has 
been done in the direction of lightening 
officers’ expenses. In this connection, 
however, it is an interesting fact that a 
certain amount of evidence has been 
placed before the Cavalry Committee 
claiming that the deficiency in officers 
is due to the fact that the War Office 
interfere with the way officers spend 
their money. The attempts which have 


| been made to diminish expense are, it 


is said, resented by officers who wish to 
live as expensively as they please. I do 
not put that forward as a final argument 
for consideration, but it is worthy of 
note that such an argument has been 
put forward. It is also a curious cir- 
cumstance that the regiments familiarly 
called crack regiments, which are sup- 
posed to be the most expensive in our 
cavalry, are not the regiments which 
have had the greatest difficulty in 
getting officers. 


I agree, however, that there has 
been need for action in the direction 
of the diminution of expenses, and I 
claim that the Government have 
Cavalry 
officers are now provided with their 
chargers at the public expense. Issues 


The officers’ quarters and mess 
are not now, indeed, furnished at the 
public expense; but officers receive 


| privileges and assistance which has not, 





I think, always met with a just measure 
of appreciation. Officers have undoubt- 
edly been saved considerable expense 
in this direction. There is no body 
in the world more subject to rumours 
than the British Army, and I cannot help 
telling your Lordships of an experience 
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I had in Treland shortly after I went to 
the War Office. Your Lordships are 
aware that officers are provided with 
furniture, and that a certain charge for 
depreciation is made against them. I 
was at a big public entertainment, and 
a fond father whose son had just gone into 
the Army was there contending that 
his son had been supplied with furniture 
worth £50, and was charged £30 a year 
rent for it. The facts of the case were 
that he was charged one penny a day, 
which worked out at 50s. Yet this 
fond father was going about all over the 
place blackguarding the War Office on 
account of their rapacity. 


Army. 





The action of the War Office in helping 
officers in this manner has not been as 
much appreciated as it ought to have been. 
I am not familiar with the figures quoted 
by my noble friend behind me with regard 
to the pay of officers in the Australian 
service and in the service of the United 
States ; but I think if they were inquired 
into we sheuld find considerable difference 
in the conditions of service which would 
largely account for the apparent dis- 
crepancy in the amount of pay. The 
noble Lord opposite touched upon the 
complaints which have been made in 
certain quarters that the Army is un- 
popular because there is too much work 
to do. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I said too 


much worry, not too much work. 


*Tue Kart or DONOUGHMORE : 
Although that may not have been the 
noble Lord’s suggestion, complaints have 


been made in certain directions that too | 


much work is given to the officers. I 
am glad the noble Lord dissociated himself 
from that suggestion; but I join issue 
with him as to there being too much 
worry. I confess I heard with aston- 
ishment the suggestion that the War Office 
is out of touch with the Army. What 
is the War Office? The War Office is 
a body ot, roughly, a thousand members, 
rather more than half of whom are 
soldiers. Why should it be said that a 


soldier who goes to the War Office is) 


necessarily out of touch with the Army 
from which he is for the moment separa- 
ted by, only a few miles ¢ 


Lhe Earl of Donowghmore. 
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‘your Lordships that we are in constant 


touch with the Army. Only a few days 
ago I had a conference with cavalry 
officers from various commands all over 
the country. The whole tendency at 
the War Office is to keep officers flowing 
between the War Office and the Army, 
and to have officers who are administering 
the Army in different parts of the country 
coming up and giving us the benetit 
of their advice. 


Then there is the Selection Board, tl. 
body which advises us with regard to 


promotion and appointment in tli 
lower ranks. It consists of the com- 
manders-in-chief of the six different 


distinct commands in this country, and 
I can imagine nothing more calculated 
to increase the degree to which the 
Army and the War Office are kept in 
touch than the Selection Board. | 
am sure that Lord Tweedmouth’s 
figures have been supplied to him on 
excellent authority, but I cannot for 
the life of me comprehend that such a 
thing could have happened that 
three regiments in a cavalry brigade at 
Aldershot should have had only 200 mei 
available te come on parade. I have 
before me a Return, the latest we have, 
dated the Ist June. Th:s Return shows 
that the strength of the three cavalry 
regiments in the cavalry brigade at 
Aldershot on that date was, after de- 
ducting those sick and absent, a- 
follows : Ist Dragoon Guards, 21 officers 
and 627 men; 5th Lancers, 21 officers 
and 621 men; 8th Hussars, 24 officers 
and 601 men. I accept the noble 
Lord’s statement, but I cannot provide 
an adequate reason for this extraor- 
dinary shortage, whereby each of these 
regiments could only produce one third 
of their tull number on parade. I cannot 
help thinking that some very special cir- 
cumstances must have been in evidence on 
the day he refers to. I quite sympathise 
with Lord Lovat as to the holding ot 
promotion examinations on Derby day. 
But 1 would remind your Lordships that 
it is pot the custom of Parliament to 
adjourn on Derby day, and I am sure 
the inconvenience which is caused to 
a few officers going up for promotion in 


as 


‘the British Army does not constitute such 


I can assure 
i 


a very great grievance when Parliament 
itself continues sitting on that day. 
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The noble Lord opposite referred 
to the inconvenience entailed on the 
17th Lancers through being ordered 
to Egypt and then having those orders 
countermanded. That order was given 
in accordance with the decision to con- 
siderably decrease the garrison of Eygpt, 
and I think your Lordships will admit 
that n>» other course was open to us 
than the one we followed. The only 
alternative was, after having decided 
that this cavalry regiment was not re- 
quired in Egypt, to calmly send them 
there in order not to entail incon- 
venience upon them; and this, I think, 
would have been an illogical action for 
any Government to have taken. 


Lorp VIVIAN: May 1 ask whether 
any compensation has been given to 
those officers of the 17th Lancers who 
had already sent their baggage on to 
Egypt ? 


*Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE : 
I have not the least idea. IT am _ not 
vware that any application has been 
made. My noble friend Lord Erroll 


inimadverted, from the cavalry officers’ 
point of view, upon the number of 
examinations in the Army, and con- 
pared the position of the Army with 
that of the Navy, to which he looked 
with longing eyes, stating that no naval 
officer after passing the rank of sub- 
lieutenant is troubled with examina- 
tions. I am not aware of the practice 
in the Navy, but as a humble reader of 
the newspapers I have noticed that 
such distinguished persons as admirals 
are sent to Greenwich for instruction. 
Whether that instruction followed 
by examination Ido not know, but at any 
tate instruction is considered necessary ; 
and, after all, instruction is the important 
thing, whether there is an examination at 
the end of it or not. The object of 
the examination is only to make sure 
that the instruction has taken place. 
I would point out that while the noble 
Lord is opposed to the present high 
standard of educational requirement for 
the Army, he will not find any large 
‘onsensus of opinion among cavalry 
officers to agree with him in the advisa- 
bility of lowering the standard. One of 
the facts which has come out very 


Is 
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strongly in the evidence before the 
Cavalry Committee is the strong feeling 
of opposition among cavalry officers to 
any reduction in the educational require- 
ment of their branch of the service 


Though my noble friend was correct in 
saving that a certain number of billets 
in the Army had been abolished by the 
organisation of depot centres, I would 
again ask him to contemplate the alter- 
native. The only alternative would 
have been to retain these billets, having 
made up our minds that they were not 
necessary for the good of the service. 
It is, of course, an unpopular thing at 
any time to do away with appointments, 
but the general benefits to the service 
must, I submit, be alwavs considered 
as of more importance than the con- 
venience of certain individuals. Every 
cavelry officer who is qualified for a 
high command is just as likely to be 
wppointed to it as an officer in anv other 
branch of the service. It is possible 
that there may not be the same large 
number of billets earmarked for officers 
in the cavalry, and I should be very glad 
ifit were so. Lregard it as a@ most vicious 
system that high oppointments should be 
earmarked solely for certain branches 
of the service ; except, of course, where 
expert knowledge The 
true ideal we should put before ourselves 
is that any officer, no matter what branch 
of the service he may belong to, should 
be eligible for any billet provided he is 
the best man for it. 


is necessary. 


As regards the instance given by 
my noble friend of a regiment sent 
into camp fer two months | do not 
recognise the case, but shall be glad 


to inquire into it if he will communi- 
cate with me privately. As my noble 
friend knows, officers in camp draw 
camp allowance, and, therefore, [ do not 
think the expense is necessarily so great 
as he would have us believe. 

THe Earn or ARRAN: His an 
alteration been made in the camp allow- 


ance of staff officers / 


*Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE : 
Yes ; stiff officers now draw consolidated 


pay, which includes certain allowances 
which they did not draw in old days 
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when in camp. I do not wish to con- 
ceal that we intend to epply the principle 
of consolidated pay to officers throughout 
the whole Army. [think Ihave now dealt 


with most of the points which have been | 
raised in the course of this debate. [| 


admit the great importance of this 
subject; it is the most important of 
the subjects that could be discussed in 
connection with the military forces of the 
Crown. I can assure the House that 
we fully recognise its importance, and 
Lam glad to be able to accept the Resolu- 
tion of the noble Lord opposite. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
[ wish to briefly thank the noble Ear] 
for accepting my Motion. He differed 
from me on, I think, only two points, 
and one was as to the War Office being 
out of touch with the Army. That is a 
matter on which he would naturally 
take a view different from my own. The 
noble Earl at the beginning of his speech 
said that the resignations of officers 
of the Auxiliary Forces were due to the 
war, to the fact that that thev had had 
enough soldiering. I do not thirk the 
resignations arise so much from that 
reason as from the reason that von are 
using your Auxiliary Forces for purposes 
for which they were never intended. A 
man joins the Auxiliary Forces for the 
purpose of defending this country, and 
the fact of his being sent out of the 
country—not without his permission, | 
admit—would naturally have a deterrent 
effect on other possible officers. I agree 
that it is a pity that the course at Sand- 
hurst should be cut down from two 
years to one, and I had hoped that it 
was intended to restore the two-year 
course. 


*THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE : 
Yes, when we get the extra accommoda- 
tion. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : It does seem 
to me that it would be a good plan, for 
admission to the Army, to put the Militia 
or the Volunteers and Sandhurst very 
much more ov a footing ; that is to say, 
the candidate should have the choice 
of going to Sandhurst or of joining the 
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in the Auxiliary Forces ne skould pass 
exactly the same examination as is given 
to the cadet at Sandhurst at the end of his 
time. In that way you would have, so 
to speak, a check on the officeis issuing 
from Sandhurst, and at the same time 
'a check on the qualifications of the 
Officers passing through the Militia or the 
Volunteers. The reason I think this 
svstem desirable is that it would secure 
a greater number of officers for the 
| Militia. It is most necessary that tli 
Militia should be used as a sort of inter- 
mediate stage to the Army. If vou had 
a great number of young men joining the 
Militia forthe purpose of enteringthe Army 
under such conditions as I suggest, those 
who did not eventually succeed in getting 
into the Army would remain in the 
Militia regiments, and would be more 0: 
less capable officers who could be used 
from time to time. Ther I am 
tremely favourable to the idea that all 
officers joining the Army should agree 
to serve for a definite time. That would 
be putting them on exactly the same 
footing as an ordinary soldier in the 
ranks, and it seems to me it ?s no hard- 
ship to say to the officer that if he joins 
His Majesty’s service he shall remai: 
in it for a certain time, except on the 
payment of a heavy fine. In that way 
you would greatly increase your reserve 
of officers. I again thank the noble 
Kar] for accepting my Motion, and would 
express the hope that the War Office 
will pay particular attention to the 
words in it whick insist upon the urgenc\ 
of the question. 


eX- 


Kart CARRINGTON: My Lords 
the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 
for War questioned the statement of the 
uoble Earl opposite when he said that the 
subaltern in the British Army was not 
paid so well as the average artisan. The 
pay of the subaltern is, I believe, £05 
|per year; that is, including Sundays. 
5s. 2d. perday. The wages of an enginee! 
are 6s. 6d. a day, and in the shipbuilding 
yards the wages of good rivetters are 
ts. 2d. a day ; engine-drivers get eithe! 
6s. 6d. or 7s. a day. I only mention 
| these facts to show that my noble friend 
| was perfectly accurate when he said 


Volunteers or the Militia for a certain | that the subaltern in the British Army 
period, and after that period of service | is not as well paid as the skilled artisan- 


The Earl 07 Donoughmore, 
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*THE Eart or LONSDALE: My Lords, | in Committee, did not express himself 


I understood the noble Lord, the mover 


of the Motion now before the House, to 
say that the shortage of officers in the 
Auxiliary Forces was due to the fact 
that those forces had been used for 
purposes for which they had not been 
enlisted. I have only risen for the pur- 


pose of saying that if there is one thing | 


which has been more conducive than 
another to the happiness and good feeling 
of the Yeomanry and Volunteers it has 
been the fact that they have 
allowed to take an active part in the 
service of 
for their King and country. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


SUNDAY TRADING. 

Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I rise 
to ask whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment remain of the opinion expressed 
by the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, that a further inquiry should 
take place on the conditions under which 
Sunday trading is now carried on; and, 
if so, what steps they propose to take. 
At the commencement of this 
your Lordships in a full House, and after 
considerable discussion, gave a Second 
Reading, without a division, to a Bill 
which proposed to amend the law relating 
Sunday trading. The Committee 
to which it was referred were unanimously 
in favour of the Bill, but when it came 
back to your Lordships’ House, though 
no notice of any Opposition Was given, 
nor a single Amendment put en the 
Paper, it was thrown out in a small 
House by a majority of twenty-one. 
In those circumstances the Committee 
have felt that that vote did not express 
the deliberate judgment of the House. 
They have satisfied themselves that 
the Bill was supported by an over- 
whelming majority of shopkeepers in 
the country ; in fact, it was their Bill. 
it was also supported by a large number 
of the principal local authorities through- 
out the country, and of the trades coun- 
cils. I was glad to notice that my noble 
iriend the Leader of the House, though 
he objected to some of the details of the 
Bill, which we thought were matters that 
could have been satisfactorily dealt with 


session 


to 


further information on the subject. 


natural desire of the shopkeepers of this 
country to have Sunday as a day of rest. 
The Committee thought they had inquired 
| fully into the question. As to the facts 
| there is, I believe, no question—no other 
Subject of inquiry suggested itself or 
suggested itself to them. But the noble 
Marquess said he would be glad of some 
In 


|as hostile to legislation, or to the very 
| 
| 
| 


|those circumstances I beg to put to 


been | 


my noble friend the Question standing in 
my name. 


the country, and to fight | 


THE SECRETARY or SLATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I think the 
best Answer I can give to my noble 
friend is to remind him of the fact that 
there is on the Journals of the House a 
record which shows that when the Sunday 
Closing of Shops Bill came up for Second 
Reading an Amendment was moved by 
my noble friend Lord Belper, on behalf 
of His Majesty’s Government, to this 
effect— 

“That the House 1s not prepared to legis- 
late upon this subject without further infor- 
mation as to the faets of the case, and that « 
Select Committee be appointed to inquire int» 
the conditions upon which Sunday trading is 
now permitted by law.” 


That Motion represented our views. We 
did not press it upon the House because 
we had reason to believe that many of 
your Lordships preferred a different 
course. It still, however, represents our 
view, and at a pioper time we shall 
be ready to agree to a Motion for an 
inquiry into the present condition of the 
law. But it is quite impossible for me in 
the last days of the session to tell my 
noble friend that we have any intention 
of ourselves moving in the matter. 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: I shovld like to ask the noble 


Marquess what is the exact interpreta- 
tion we are to put on the very kindly 
and encouraging words which he has 
just uttered with regard to this measure, 
in which we take very great interest. 
The noble Marquess quoted a Resolu- 
tion which had been carried in your 
Lordships’ House at the beginning of 
this session. 
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THE Marguess oF LANSDOWNE: 
No. 


THe Duxe or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: Well, the Committee was ap- 


pointed in consequence of that Resolu- 
tion, was it not ? 


THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
No. My noble friend does not grasp 
the distinction between what we pro- 
posed and what was actually 
We proposed that there should be no 


legislation, but that there should be a 
Committee of inquiry. In deference, 
however, to what we believed to be the 
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workroom, their everything, find it most 
inconvenient and unhealthy to have to 
keep their provisions in that room, and 
they therefore strongly urge that they 
should be allowed to continue to pur 
chase these goods on Sunday mornings. 
Another argument was that the Bill 
would take away the livelihood of 
thousands of small tradespeople. One 


/man wrote to me saying that his actual 


done. | 


‘injured by my noble friend, 


| 


views of the House we agreed to read | 


the Bill a second time and to refer 


it to a select Committee. 


THE Duxeof NORTHUMBERLAND : 
As I understand it, His Majesty's 
Government are not satisfied with the 
inquiry which has taken place, and 
think that some further inquiry should 
be instituted. It that is the case, I am 


quite sure no one would object to the | 


course proposed. We recognise that 
the question is a very difficult one, 


and that a thorough inquiry should be 
made. 
mittee was allowed to sit and to occupy 
its time with an inquiry which appar- 
ently could not in its nature be satis- 
tactory. I earnestly hope that no time 
will be lost in inquiring into the subject 
and arviving at a conclusion upon it, 
because every day the question becomes 
more serious and dificult. 


*THE Kart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I think a small Commission would be 
more to the purpose than a Parliamen- 
tary Committee. It would have to be 
a locomotive Commission and go and 
see this evidence for itself. What I 
urged on the members of the Committee 
was that they should go and see this Sun- 


day trading, and 1 defy anybody who has | 


witnessed it to support with a light 
heart a Bill which would put a stop to 


it. Since the Sunday Closing Bill was | 
thrown out I have received innumerable | 


letters thanking me for the course I took | 
in reference to the Bill. ‘Lhe tone of 


I am only sorry that the Com- | 


‘have to do is 


of which he 
That is the 
would be 
who has 
shopmen and sopgirls on the brain. 
But I look bevond them. They can 
take care of themselves. What we 
to guard against com- 


takings ina week were 26s., 
took 14s. on a Sunday. 
sort of small trader who 


|mitting a great injustice to the mass 


of the population, and not only causing 
them great inconvenience but ruining 
small traders. As I have said, I deity 
anvone who goes to see Sunday trading 
carried on, to pass a Bill such as that in- 
troduced by the noble Lord, and I woul 
suggest that next Sunday the Cabinet 
should meet in Petticoat Lane between 
the hours of 10 and 12. 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, as one who has 
taken a keen interest in this subject, | 
should like to express my satisfaction 


| at learning that it is not the view of His 


Majesty’s Government that this matter 
is finally closed. Perhaps it is hardly 
reasonable to expect at this period of th: 
session that the noble Marquess shoul 
go into detail as to the manner in which 
the question should be reopened. Bu’ 
at least we have his assurance tha‘ 
it can and will be reopened. I desire 
to endorse what has been said by 
the Select Committee and by Lord 
Avebury and the noble Duke who have 
spoken this afternoon, that there is 
an urgent need that something should be 
done in regard to this matter. The 
noble Earl who has just spoken has 
suggested an interesting excursion on 2 
particular day to a region in which thes» 
markets exist. Some of us are not only 
able to speak from occasional visits but 
have lived ior years in those parts 
of London where the whole thing 
/is golng on around us; and we are 


them is that poor people living in one | ‘thus familiar with many of the things 


room, which is their 


bedroom, their | that 


surprise the noble Earl. But 
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I admit that it is a perfectly legiti- 
mate matter for further inquiry. I 
have always felt that the difficulty of 
these inquiries arises not in getting 
evidence about the shopkeepers but in 
getting evidence as to the needs of the 
customers. I think further inquiry on 
that subject is still desirable, and would 
contribute very largely to the possibility 
of our being able to satisfactorily legislate 
on the subject. 


Tue Eart or ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, I only rise to associate myself 
with what was said by the noble Duke 


as to the urgency of the question and the | 
desirability of no time being lost in in- | rder); Workington Harbour and Dock 


quiring into the subject and arriving at 
aconclusion uponit. Iam glad that the 
noble Marquess does not think that this 
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Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill (by Order); Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstea 1! Railway Bil (by Order) ; 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill 
(by Order); London and North Western 
Railway Bill (by Order); Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways Bill (by Order); 
Dublin United Tramways Bill (by Order) ; 
Midland Railway Bill (by Order); Skeg- 
ness Water Bill (by Order); Woolwich 
Con- 


| sideration of Lords Amendments deferred 
| till To-morrow. 


is a matter which can be passed over as | 


lot requiring attention, and that in his 
opinion if 18 a question deserving a 
further inquiry. 
House adjourned at half-past 
Seven o'clock, to Thursday 
next, a quarter- past Four 
o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 25th July, 1905. 


The Hous: met at Two of the Clock, 


BILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS} 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeakeR laid upon the Table 
Xeport from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 


Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 


which are applicable thereto have been | 


complied with, viz.:—Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 

_ Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
tme ‘l’o-morrow. 


| [Lords] (by Order). 


| 


Formby Township Bill [Lords] (by 


Bill [Lords] (by Order,; Llindrindod 
Wells Urban District Council Bill [Lords] 


(by Order); Mutlock Bath Improvement 


Bill [Lords] (by Order); Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company (Acton District) 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Sheffield Uni- 
versity Bill [Lords] (by Order); South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords] (by 


Order). Third Reading deferred till 
To-morrow. 
Bangor (County Down) Water and 


‘Improvement Bul [Lords] (by Order). 


Consideration, as amended, deferred till 
Monday next (Evening Sitting). 


Littl+hampton Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Shepton Mallet 
(ras Company (Electric Lighting) Bul! 
[Lords] (by Order); Bristol Blind Asylum 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Corbett Estate Biil 
[Lords] (by Order); County of London 
Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords] 
(by Order); Humber Conservancy Bill 
{Lords} (by Order); Southport, Birk- 
dale, and West Lancashire Water Board 
Bill [Lords] (by Order). Consideration, 
as amended, deferred til! To-morrow, 


Karl of Stanford’s Cheshire Estate Bil! 
[Lords] (by Order); Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Various Powers) Bil! 
Second Reading 
deferred till Thursday (Evening Sitting). 


Neweastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill} Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


[Lords]. As amended, to be considered | (No. 9) Bill [Lords]. 


To-morrow. 


} 
| 
t 


Second Reading 
deferred t:]l To-morrow. 
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Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bil [Lords] (by Order). Con- 
sideration, as amended, deferred till 
Thursday (Evening Sitting). 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and 
Coke Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Ship- 
owners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill; 
Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton Rail- 
way Bill; Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill; 
Caledonian Railway Bill; North British 
Railway (General Powers) Bill; Rhondda 
Urban District Council Bill; Liverpool 

Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Paisley 
District Tramways.” [Paisley District 
Tramways Order Confirmation Bill 
{ Lords. ] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1894, relating to Glasgow Corporation 
Tramways. [Glasgow Corporation (Tram- 
ways Consolidation) Order Confirmation 


Bill [Lords.] 


Paisley District Tramways Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. Read the first 
time; and ordered, under Section 9 of 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
lind) Act, 1899, to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 
282.] 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) asked if it were not the duty 
of the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
under the Standing Order, when objection 
was taken to a Bill to put it down for an 
evening sitting, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The duty of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means is to fix a 
time—not necessarily an evening sitting. 
Tt might be that a Bill objected to to-day 
would not be objected to to-morrow. 
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But Bills opposed on the merits must 
eventually go to an evening sitting. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Cannot 
a discussion be taken on an opposed Bill 
at two o’clock, and the Bill be passed if 
the opposition is disposed of by 2.15. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I believe that 
strictly according to Standing Orders it 
could be done, but it is obvious if one 
Bill is thus dealt with others on the 
Paper subsequent to it and unopposed 
would be endangered. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Could 


a division be taken after 2.15 2 
Mr. SPEAKER: I think not. 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Con- 
solidation) Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time ; and ordered, 
under Section 9 of The Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to 
be read a second time upon Thursday, 
and to be printed. [Bill 283,] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 
Copy presented, of Charter of Incor- 
poration of the Borough of Wimbledon, 
dated July 24th, 1905 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1903-4). 
Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Returns of Shipping Casualties which 
occurred on or rear the Coasts or in 
Rivers and Harbours of the United 
Kingdom from July Ist, 1903, to June 
30th, 1904. and of the Returns of Ship- 
ing Casualties to British Vessels else- 
where than on the Coasts of the United 
Kingdom, and to Foreign Vessels on or 
near the Coasts, or in Rivers and 
Harbours, of British Possessions Abroad, 
etc., with Charts and Appendices [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS. 
Copy presented, of Report on Strikes 


and Lock-outs of 1904, and on Con- 
ciliation and Arbitration Boards ![by 


_Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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POWER BRAKES ON RAILWAY LOCO- | 
MOTIVES. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered April 10ch; Mr. Bell]; to lie 
upon the Tabie, and to be printed. 
[No. 256.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3454 to 3456 [by Command]; to le 
upon the Table. 


Copies 


FOR DRUNKENNESS 


LAND). 

Return ordered, “giving the number 
of Arrests for Drunkenness within the 
Metropolitan Police District of Dublin 
and the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, 
and Waterford, from the hour of 8 a.m. 


(IRE- 


ARRESTS 


on Sunday till 2 p.m., from 2 p.m. to 
7 pm. from 7 p.m. to 9 p.m., from 
% pm, to 12 midnight, from 12 mid- 


night to 8 a.m. on “Monday. between 
May Ist, 1904, and April 50th, 1905, 
both days inclusive, the arrests being 
given from 8 a.m. on Sundays till 8 a.m. 
on Mondays.” 

“And, similar Returns for the rest 
of Ireland from May Ist, 1904, to April 
30th, 1905." —(.Mr. Sloan.) 


CYPRUS. 

teturn ordered, ‘‘of all sums paid 
in the years 1903-4 and 1901-5 ro- 
spectively, out of the moneys arising 
from the revenues of Cyprus, in dis- 
charge of the interest upon the Turkish 
Loan guaranteed by this country and 
France in 1855; of all sums voted by 
Parliament during the same period in 
tid of the administration of Cyprus; 
and of the surplus remaining in each 
vear over and above the payments 
made, with interest thereon (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
360, of Session 1904).”—(. Mr. Pierpornt.) 
TRINITY COLLEGE (INTERMEDIATE 
SCHOLARSHIPS). 

Return ordered. ‘fof Copy of Corre- 
spondence between Trinity College, 
Dublin, and the Board of Intermediate 
Kdueation in Ireland, on the subject of 
Intermediate Scholarships in Trinity 
College, togethe with the Board’s 
Resolutions in the matter.”—(Mr. Walter 
Long.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Questions. 


Charity Commissioners’ Scheme for 
Shrewsbury Municipal Charities. 
Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
To ask the hon. Member for the Tun- 
bridge Division, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, whether their 
scheme for the Shrewsbury municipal 
charities is out of the hands of the King’s 
printers ; and when it may be expected 
to come into operation. 


(Answered by Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
Printed copies ot the draft of the scheme, 
framed by the Charity Commissioners, 
for the Shrewsbury municipal charities 
have been sent for the consideration 0° 
the trustees, and will shortly be pub- 
lished. An Order establishing the schem» 
cannot be made before the expiration 
of one month from the date of publication. 


Boards of Guardians and Midwifery 
Relieving Orders. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
has considered the difficulty which poor 
Women may experience in getting assist- 
ance in their confinements in corsequence 
of unregistered midwives being afraid 
to attend, as in the Smallburgh Union ; 
and whether he can take steps t» point 
oit to hoards of guardians the duty of 
the relieving officer to grant midwifery 
orders to women aestitute of the means 
of procuring medical atten lance. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) At 
present I am not aware that boards of 
guardiar.s and relieving officers generally 
do not realise their duty in this matter, 
but I am making some inquiry on the 
subject, and particularly as regards the 
Smallburgh Union. 


Payment of Overdue Salaries of Teachers 
in Montgomeryshire Voluntary Schools. 
Lizut-CoLoneEL PRYCE-JONES (Mont- 
gomety Boroughs): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether he 
is aware that, notwithstanding the Board’s 
letter of 15th July, the Montgomeryshire 
Local Education Authority are. still 


refusing to pay the salaries of teachers 
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in voluntary schools within their area | 


which have for some time past been due | 


for the quarter ending 30th June last ; 
and, in view of this refusal, what steps 
the Board are taking to prevent con- 
tinued hardship to the teachers concerned. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
The Board are in communication with 
managers of voluntary schools on the 
subject. In four cases the Board have 
to-day repaid to managers sums properly 
expended by them in paying the salaries 
in question, and others will probably 
be pa‘'d very shortly, 


Issue of Notes of Less Value than £5, 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR — (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask Mr, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
consider the desirability of appointing a 
Committee to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of prohibiting the issue of 
currency notes of a less value than £5, 
especially taking into consideration that 
a paper currency of so low a denomina- 
tion as that common to Scotland and 
Treland may constitute a medium for 
the dissemination of disease. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
{ am rot aware of any necessity for the 
appointment of a Committee on this 
subject. 


Assaults and Murders Committed by 
Indian Natives on White People. 

CoLtonEL LONG — (Worcestershire, 
Evesham): ‘lo ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state the 
number of assaults and murders com- 
mitted in India on white people by 
natives, as shown in the police reports, 
during each year of the last five vears; 
and what has been done to identify and 
punish the native offenders. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
There are no statistics at my disposi 
from which the figures asked for by my 
hon. and gallant friend could be supplied. 
The class of cases to which the Question 
refers are not separately recorded, but I 


will ascertain if any more general statistics | 


can be supplied. 
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| Travelling Allowances to Riding Masters 
and Quartermasters in India. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) ; 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that, since Ist October, 1904, 
riding masters and quartermasters of the 
British services doing duty in India re. 
ceive a travelling allowance of 25 annas 
per mile irrespective of the number of 
their families, and that, previously to the 
date mentioned, they and their families 
travelled wholly on a warrant; and, 
seeing that where the family of the riding 
master or quartermaster consists of more 
than two the allowance of 25 annas_ per 
mile entails a loss on them, whether he 
will take steps to have this grievance 
remedied ; and what reply, if any, the 
Indian Government made to his promised 
inquiry On the subject of their Indian 
pay and allowances. . 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodricr.) 
I am drawing the attention of the 
Government of India to the matter of 
the grant of travelling a'lowance for th 
families of riding masters and quarter- 
masters of the British service. The 
Government of India have still under 
consideration the question of the rates 
of pay admissible to these officers. 


Assaults and Murders Committed 
on Natives of India by Foreigners. 


Sin MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To a-k 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he will state the number of assaults and 
murders Committed in India on the people 
of that ¢ untry by fcreigners, as shown 
inthe police reports, during each year of 
the last five vears; and what has been 
done to identify and puaish the foreign 
offenders. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
There are no statistics at my disposal 
from which the figures asked for by my 
hon. friend could be supplied. The class 
of cases to which the Question refers 
are not separately recorded. but I will 
ascertain if any more general statistics 
can be supplied. 
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amongst rses in Ireland—Com- 
pensation for Compulsory Slaughter. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of [reland whether he is aware 
that the disease of epizootic lymphan- 
gitis was introduced into Ireland by 
troop horses which had returned from 
South Africa, and that the Government 
promised to provide safeguards to prevent 
its introduction; whether he can state 
what measures were taken, and also how 
many cases have occurred in Treland, 
and with what result; whether he is 
aware that more recently the disease 
of glanders has also been introduced 
into Ireland by troop horses ; and whether, 
under these circumstances, he will con- 


sider the advisability of asking the 
Treasury to recoup to borough and 
county councils, and, through them, to 


relieve the Irish ratepayers from the 
expense attending the compulsory 
slaughter of horses suffering from con- 
tagious diseases imported into Ireland 
by troop horses. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
Question is partly answered by my 
teply to the Question of the hon. Member 
for South Glamorgan on the 5th instantf. 


There have been nine outbreaks of 
epizootic lymphangitis on civilian 
premises in Ireland, and twenty-five 


aitected animals have been slaughtered, 
including four horses “in contact.’ In 
addition, forty-two affected horses 
have been destroyed in military stables. 
It is not the case that glanders has 
been recently introduced into Ireland 
by troop horses, for the country has 
never been wholly free from that disease 
for the last twenty-five years, With 
regard to the last inquiry, I have already 
sta‘ed that the question there raised is 
under covsideration. 


Redistribution Scheme — Representation 
of the City of Bath. 


CoLoxeL WYNDHAM 
ath): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in view of the 
proposal of the Redistribution scheme 
as affecting the county of Somerset 
that Taunton with a population of 


MURRAY 
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Member, he will arrange that the city 
of Bath, with already about 50,000 
inhabitants, shill have its  Parlia- 
mentary boundaries extended if required 
to enable it to continue to return two 
Members, if necessary in separate 
Divisions, to Parliament, as has been 
the case by charter since the thirteenth 
century. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Bufour.) The 
population in {901 of the municipal 
borough of Taunton was 21,087. It 
includes the Parliamentary borough, the 
population of which in 1901 was 19,723, 
and hence. under Rule 7, the Parlia- 
mentary borough would be extended so 
as to be made co-extensive with the 
municipal borough. As the scheme 
stands it would not be disfranchised. 
The population of the Parliamentary 
borough of Bath in 1901 was 52,775. 
It has two Members, and consequentiy, 
under Rule 5, it would lose one. To 
enable it to retain two Members it 
must under the rule have had in 190] 
a population of 75,000, The Parlia- 
mentary borough includes, and is 
larger than, the municipal borough, 
the population of which 1901 was 
49,839. The Government scheme does 
not contemplate that a Parliamentary 
borough should be extended except 
where it is necessary to make it 
co-extensive with the municipal borough. 
It will be observed that in order to 
prevent its losing a Member under 
Rule 5, an area with a population of 
75,000, 52,773, or 23,227 would have to 


be added. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Theatres at Royal Marine Barracks. 
*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


| beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 


| of £3,622 


having regard to the fact that the 
theatre within the barrack walls at Deal 
was built at the public expense, at a cost 
, will he state at what cost the 


' theatres situated in other Royal Marine 


about 20,000 shall be represented by a) 


t See (4) Debates, exlviii., 1134. 


barracks were erected, and the average 
annual expenditure for the maintenance 


‘of each theatre. 
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THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PreryMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): Apart from Deal, theatres have 
been erected at the public expense at the 
following Marine barracks, the cost of | 
erection being as follows :— 


Questions. 


£ | 
Chatham : 904 
Eastney . : , 2,921 
Forton s : ; 1,182 
Plymouth (about) 2,000 
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Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, but the 

matter has been reconsidered sinco 
then. 


The Franchise in the Transvaal. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the instructions to 


| registration officers in the Transvaal 
_provide that the franchise 


is to be 
conferred upon military officers, com- 


| missioned and non-commissioned, irre. 


The average annual expenditure for 
maintenance, including structural repairs, 
is £1) per theatre. 


Receipts and Expenditure of Theatres 

at Royal Marine Barracks. 

*Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty, seeing that the public 
are freely admitted on payment at the 
doors to theatres speCially provided and 
maintained by the Government for the 
use of the Royal Marines, will he state 
under what Vote the receipts and expendi- 
ture of these theatres appear. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It is incorrect to 
say that the public are freely admitted 
on payment at the doors; only such of 
the public are so admitted as are allowed 
to enter the barracks at certain gates. 
The receipts and expenditure resulting 
from entertainments are in no sense 
Government monies, and consequently 
do not appear under any Vote. They are 
dealt with by the committee chosen to 
manage the establishment, and the 
receipts are devoted to the necessary 
expenses of the entertainments. 


Ullapool and the Royal Naval Reserve. 

*Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether he is now in a 
position to state when the construction 
of a Royal Naval Reserve Battery at 
Ullapool, Ross-shire, will be proceeded 
With. 


Mr. PRETY MAN : I have nothing to 
add to my reply to a similar Question put 
by the hon. Member on June Ist? last. 


*Mr. WEIR : Twelve months ago 1 was 
told that tenders had been invited. 


t See (4) Debates, exlvii., 430, 


/ many cases 
| that 


spective of whether they are qualified 
under the Constitution ; whether he is 
aware that their pay as soldiers is thus 
their only qualification; and whether he 
wll cause these instructions to be 
modified, having regard to the fact that 
soldiers as regards residence are subject 
to their superior officers, that they have 
no permanent interest or bow’ fide 
residence in the country, that they may 
be sufficiently numerous in some districts 
to swamp a majority vote o! the people, 
and that their pay is found by the home 
Government. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrerivon, War- 
wick and Leamington): The Letters Patent 
were not designed to admit soldiers 
residing in official quarters or in receipt 
of pay provided by this country to the 
franchise, and the Transvaal Government 
have been advised that under the Letters 
Patent III., 2, C, soldiers are not qualified 
to be registered as voters, as their pay is 
not bona fide earned within the colony, 
and that those wao are compelled to re- 
side in official quarters cannot be regarded 
as occupiers within the meanins of that 
instrument. Instructions have, with my 
approval, been issued to the registering 
officers accordingly. 


Alleged Illegal Flogging of Chinese ia the 
ransvaal. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the evidence, at the inquest, 
on june 22nd, on the body of a white 
miner named Bradley, of Mr. Stewart, 
late compound manager to the Croesus 
Mine, to the effect that he had in 
flogged Chinese coolies, 
he .knew it was against the 
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jw, but that he, Stewart, had done it ; 
and whether, seeing that the pledge of | 
the Colonial Secretary to the Chinese 
Minister, of February 15th, 1904, that | 
corporal punishment should not be in- 
ficted upon Chinese coolies by any) 
employer or his servant, has not been 
respected, he will say what steps he 
proposes to take to secure the fulfilment 
of this pledge. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : In my Answer to 
the hon. Member on Tuesday? last, I 
referred to this evidence, but I attach 
even more weight to the information 
given to me by the hon. Member tor 
dorpeth. I have only to make the 
following addition to my Answer of 
[uesday last—Lord Selborne has from 
the first given close personal attention to 
the labour conditions on the Rand. He 
is fully seised of the facts to which I have 
adverted and to which I have drawn his 
special attention, and I am satisfied that 
he will take all necessary measures to 
prevent their recurrence, 


Proposed Partition of Bengal Province. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether any minutes 
or opinions of dissent were recorded, 
under Sections 23, 24, and 25 of the 
Government of India Act, 1858, by any 
members of the Council of the Secretary 
of State for India regarding the proposed 
partition of the Bengal Province; and, 
if so, whether he will include these 
minutes and opinions, together with 
others that may have been recorded. 
among the Papers which will be laid 
upon the Table of the House. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror! 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
tord): No such minutes or opinions of 


dissent were recorded. | 


In reply to a further Question, Mr. 
Brobrick said Papers now on their way 
home trom India would be laid as soon 
as possible. 


Press Censorship in India. 
Mr. O7DOWD (sligo, $.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 





t See (4) Debates, exlix., 1060, 
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whether, under the system of Press 
censorship established in India, the 


names of all newspaper correspondents 
are registered with the object of punish- 


‘ing any correspondent transmitting to 


this country any item of news which 
mizht be considered as unfavourable to 
the Government of that country. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have nothing to 
add to the Answer which I gave to the 
hon. Member’s Question on this subject 
onthe 11th inst.f If the hon. Member 
can give me any reliable information 
that such a system is iniorce I will 
make inquiry. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Why not telegraph to Lord Curzon ? 


The Kuklitch Outrages. 

Mr. NOEL BUXTON (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what punishment has been inflicted on 
the Turkish officers and men respon- 
sible for the crimes committed at Kuk- 
litch, according to the report furnished 
by the Russian officer who witnessed 
them. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARLY or STATE 
roR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Peroy, 
Kensington, §.): As the result of the 
Inspector-General’s investigation of the 
outrages committed at Kuklitch four 
Bashi-bazouks were coniemned to one 
years imprisonment each and _ three 
others to six months. The Turkish 
Commission appointed to inquire into 
the guilt of the officers implicated have 
only just presented their report to the 
Minister for War. It will be submitted 


|to the Supreme Court-martial at Con- 


stantinople, and some days must elapse 


| 
| befcre the final decision can be known. 
| 
| 


Macedonian Finance. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the delegates to 
be appointed by the Powers to control 
the finances of Macedonia are to have 
equal powers with the Russian and 
Austro-Hungarian agents over other mat- 
ters than finance; and, if so, what are 





the other matters. 


+ See (4) Debates, exlix., 201. 
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Eart PERCY: The Note presented 
by the Powers makes it clear that the 
delegates to be appointed by them will 
be empowered to deal with all mat- 
ters which involve considerations of 
finance. 


Mi.GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked the noble Lord when further Papers 
would be laid on the Table of the House. 


EarLt PERCY: As soon as possible, 
but I am afraid some time must elapse 
before they can be presented. 


Housing in the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether, in view of the fact 
that for some time past numerous cottar 
fishermen and their families have been 
evicted from houses built by themselves 
in the Island of Lewis, Ross-shire, and 
are now living under sails and old fishing 
boats, can he state if the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland are making any 
provision for the housing of these home- 
less families during the coming winter, 
seeing that the local authorities have 
already imposed the maximum rate, and 
are consequently without means to make 
the necessary provision. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The in- 
formation I have received does not bear 
out the assertions on which the hon. 
Member's Question is based. Several of 
the families evicted have been reinstated ; 
in other cases the proprietor has offered 
accommodation at his own expense in 
Stornoway. In no instance is there any 
reason why the evicted tenants should 
be living under sails and old fishing boats 
if they have elected to do so. There 
does not seem at present to be any 
necessity for any special action by the 
Local Government Hoard. 


Mr. WEIR: I hope an inspector will 
be sent to verify the statements in my 
Guesticn. I can vouch for their accuracy. 


Public Fishing Rights in the Poolewe 
(Ross-shire) River. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Beard of Trade whether he is 
aware that the public have recently been 


prohibited from fishing with rod and. 
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line in the tidal wat2rs of the river at 
Poolewe, Ross-shire; and will he state 
whether any public fishing rights at 
Poolewe have recently been sold by the 
Office of Woods and Forests. 


Mr SCOTT DICKSON: No informa- 
tion has reached me in regard to the first 
part of the hon. Member's Question. [ 
am informed by the Commissioners of 
Woods that no fishing rights at Poolewe 
have recently been sold by them. 


Untenanted Lands in Sligo. 

Mr. O’DOUWD: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether untenanted grass farms 
situate in the baronies of Cavan and 
Ligny, in the county of Sligo, have, with 
the sanction of the Estates Commissioners, 
been sold to non-residential graziers and 
others since the passing of the Act of 
1903; and, if so, whether he can give the 
number of such sales, the names of the 
purchasers, and the amounts of public 
money advanced for the purchase of 
these farms. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, $.): 
The Commissioners are unable to identify 
these farms upon the information before 
them. Ifthe hon. Member will furnish 
me with the names o! the owners, further 
inquiry will be made. 


Mr. O7DOWD : I will send the right 
hon. Gentleman the information. 


Gore-Booth Estate, Sligo. 

Mr. O’DOWD : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lientenant of 
Ireland whether the purchase agreements 
entered into by the landlord and tenants 
of the Gore-Booth Estate, situate at 
Lavagh, Tubbercurry, county Sligo, have 
yet been submitted to the Estates Com- 
missioners for ratification; and, if so, 
will he state what arrangements, if any, 
are being made for the reinstatement of 
John Quinn, an evicted tenant on the 
estate. 


Mx. WALTER LONG: The estate has 
been inspected, but advances have not 
yet been sanctioned by the Commis- 
sioners, No arrangements for the 
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reinstatement of John Quinn have been 
made, for, as I have already informed the 
hon. Member, Quinn has refused the 
terms offered to him. 


Irish Trade with Great Britain. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the De- 
partment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction is in a position to obtain the 
necess iry information in order to compile 
complete statistics as to the trade be- 
tween Ireland and Great Britain; and, if 
not, will he make such representations to 
the Treasury as will secure the removal 
of any difficulties that may exist. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As the result 
of negotiations with the harbour and 
port authorities, the Department are now 
preparing statistics of Trish imports and 
exports. The first publication of these 
statistics will take place about the end of 
this year. 


Mr. BOLAND: Will it cover the whole 
trade 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I think so. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): Is 
there any secrecy about this matter? As 
a member of a harbour board I have 
been informed there 1s. 


Me. WALTERLONG: No. Nodoubt 
in the collection of financial statistics 
certain information is regarded as con- 
fidential, but the results will be included 
in the Return. 
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Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Will the right | 


hon. Gentleman give instructions to carry 
out the request of the hon. Member for 
South Kerry ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That has been 


done, 


Derryquin (Sneem) Police Force. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, seeing that no police 
patrols are now required at Derryquin, 
Sneem, he will arrange that a reduction 
be made in the police force in this 
village. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The strength 
of the force at this station is normal, and 
it isnot intended to make any reduction. 


Questions. 


Irish Valuation Appeals—The Law 
Officers’ Fees. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) : 
[ beg toask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Attorney-General for 
freland and the Solicitor-General for 
Ireland, who were engaged by the Valua- 
tion Department in the Court of Appeal, 
in the case of Armstrong v. The Com- 
missioners in Ireland, were paid in fees 
for their services by the appellant; and, 
if so, will he state what was the amount 
paid to each of them, and whether the 
salaries of both these officials include 
remuneration for such services; and 
whether, in view of the fact that this was 
the first opportunity afforded for having 
the law on the subject expounded, and 
that the result of the decision in the 
case has been to increase the amount of 
revenue derived from Ireland, he will 
consider the advisability of having the 
fees paid to the two officials refunded to 
the appellant, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In this case 
each of the Law Officers received 
£48 6s. Od, in fees, which eventually 
fell upon the appellant, costs having been 
awarded against him by the Court. The 
salaries of the Law Officers do not in- 
clude remuneration for such services. 
The reply to the last inquiry is ir the 
negative, 


Irish Education Rules, 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the new rules, 127 (b) 
and 186, as published, were based on any 
official returns, previously made out, 
showing how the interests of the teaching 
staffs would be affected by the op»ration 
of these rules, or were they based on 
unofficial documents, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If the hon. 
Member will refer to the Parliamentary 
Return (No. 184 of this year) which was 
recently issued, he will find an Answer to 
this Question, 


CF 
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Rockfield Grass Farm, County Westmeath. | conveyance of seed oats and seed potatoes 
Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): I | from Dublin to Bawnboy Road Railway 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | Station, in county Cavan. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the | 
Irish Estates Commissioners or the Lind) Mr. WALTER LONG: The rate per 
Commission have sold a grass farm called | toa by both the Great Northern and 
Rockfield, near Streamstown, county | the Midland Great Western Railways is 
Westmeath ; if so, who is the purchaser; | 13s. 7d. For six ton lots an exceptional 
and was any effort made by the Com- | rate of lls. 7d., at owner’s risk, is in 
missioners to have the land divided | force. 
among the small under-tenants on the | 


Questions. 





property and occupiers of uneconomic 
holdings in the immediate locality. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This farm was 
sold by direct sale, under the Act of 1903, 
by the owner to the occupying tenant, 
Mr. W. H. Stuart. No question, there- 
fore, arose as to the division of the farm 
amongst other tenants. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, §.): Was | 


the man to whom the farm was sold an 
eleven months tenant or one entitled to 
have a judicial rent fixed ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: He must have 
been a tenant in order to come under the 


Act. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Was he entitled to 
have a judicial rent fixed ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Untenanted Lands in County Cavan. 
_ Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state what 
the Estates Commissioners are doing with 
regard to the tract of untenanted land 
known as Lissanover, containing some 


274 acres, near Bawnboy, county Cavan. | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners are unable to identify this case 
upon the information before them. If 
the hon. Member will communicat : to me 
the name of the owner further inquiry 
will be made. 


Rates of Freight on Seed Oats and Seed 
Potatoes from Dublin to Bawnboy 
Road (Cavan). 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
the rates of freight charged for the 


Irish Mounted Police Stations. 


| Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 


‘to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
‘Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
‘in how many cases the horse police 
istations have been discontinued in 
| Ireland; and whether the stables are now 
used for any purpose; and, if so, by 
whom. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Mounted police 
have been withdrawn from twenty county 
headquarter stations. The stabling at 
these stations is now used for the Judges’ 
escorts at Assizes, and for other public 
purposes. 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Disciplinary 
Inquiries. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
how many inquiries were held into charges 
of alleged misconduct, gambling and 
otherwise, affecting the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary in Ireland for the last three 
years, distinguishing the numbers ior the 
| four provinces. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: Sixty-six 
Courts of inquiry into various disciplinary 
offences, namely, fourteen in Ulster, eleven 
_in Leinster, twenty-eight in Munster, and 
thirteen in Connaught. There were also 
| 213 unsworn investigations, namely, fifty- 

one in Ulster, fifty-six in Leinster, eighty- 

three in Munster, and twenty-three in 
_ Connaught. 

| 

Over-bridge Trams. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 

First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the recom- 


|mendation of the Royal Commission on 
London Traffic to the effect that im- 


| mediate attention should be given to the 
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provision of trams running over the West- 
minster and Blackfriars Bridges and along 
the Victoria Embankment; and whether 
he can suggest any means whereby the 
conferment of this boon upon the working 
people of London may be facilitated. 


Tur PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or roe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) : I believe that 
the hon. Gentleman’s interpretation of 
the Commissioners’ Report is substantially 
correct. The Government have not yet 
had time to consider the practicability 
oftheir suggestions, but, if Parliament 
were in favour of this or any other 
scheme, it would, no doubt, give effect 
to them in the usual way. 


The Government's Fiscal Policy. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can now state whether, at the gencral 
election, the Government is to ask a 
mandate to support or to oppose the 
provective or preferential taxation in this 
country of wheat and flour, and of cer- 
tain raw materials. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I have 
had occasion before to reply to the hon. 
Gentleman on this subject. He shows 
an almost morbid curiosity about the 
contents of my election address, which 
will, no doubt, appear in due time. 


Mr. BLACK : Does taxation of this 
character still occupy the first place in 
the Ministerial programme @ 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon 
Gentleman by that, of course, means the 
Ministerial programme for the next 
Parliament. I do not know what the 
Ministerial programme for the next Par- 
liament will be. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
say when he prop ses to issue his election 
address 2 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: In due time. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): It is 
Overdue now. 
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Mr. BLACK I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he can state 
whether, at the general election, the 
Government is to ask a mandate to sup- 
port or to oppose a general tariff on 
imports from foreign countries. 


Questions. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
reply, which I hope was satisfactory, to 
the last Question will be found equally 
sufficient to this Question. 


Mr. BLACK: Has a general tariff 
been added to the half-sheet of note- 
paper ! 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The half-sheet 
ofnotepaper remains a half-sheet of note- 
paper. 


Redistribution—Plural Voters. 

Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, with reference to 
his proposal for Redistribution, whether 
the Government will grant the Return 
as to non-resident electors in the con- 
stituencies of the United Kingdom stand- 
ing on the Paper for to-day; and, ifthe 
Government declines, can he state the 
reason for such declination. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The object of 
the Government, in the Resolutions in 
which their scheme was embodied, was to 
bring in a Redistribation Bill, not a 
Reform Bill. The Return which the hon. 
Gentleman asks for might be a very 
proper preliminary to a Reform Bill, but 
it is extremely costly and extremely 
difficult to make, and I do not think 
it would be worth while either going 
through the labour or incurring the 
expense for a measure which this Govern- 
ment has no intention of introducing, 
The Return referred to is as follows— 
Parliamentary Constituencies (Non- 
Resident Electors, ete., United Kingdom). 
Return showing (1) the number of Voters 
in each Constituency in Great Britain and 
Ireland who appear in the last adjusted 
Voters Roll as residing beyond the 
bounds of the Constituency ; and (2) the 
number of Ownership Voters in each of 
the Boroughs in England and Wales who 
vote in respect of their ownership in the 
adjoining county (supplementary to 
Return relative to Parliamentary Con- 
stituencies, etc., presented 21st Febru iry.) 


G 2 
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The Irish Land Commission Vote. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he intends to set up afresh the 
Vote for the Irish Land Commission ; 
if not, does he propose to maintain the 
regulations indicated to the House on 
Thursday ; and is it intended to introduce 
a Bill during the present session to give 
effect to the Chief Secretary’s financial 
proposals for removing the block in the 
Land Judge’s Court. 


Questions. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is the intention 
of the Government to maintain the regula- 
tions sketched out by my right hon. 
friend, and it is my right hon. friend’s 
intention to introduce a Bill, the contents 
of which he described in general terms 
on Thursday last. With regard to the 
first Question of the hon. Gentleman, I 
have examined the condition of public 
business this week, and at all events 
this week no steps will be taken. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
When will the Irish Land Amendment 
Bill be introduced 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be 
introduced either to-morrow or in a very 
few days. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Under the 


ten minutes’ rule 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think so. 
[Loud Oppostrion cries of *Oh.”] Well, 
I will consider whether it ought to be 
presented in the ordinary manner or 
under the ten minutes’ rule. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May I 
ask whether, having regard to the very 
deep feeling existing among landlords 
and tenants as to the proposal to pay 
the landlords in depreciated stock, the 
Government will take that feeling into 
account before the Irish Secretary intro- 
duces the Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR It is manifest 
that if the classes in Ireland affected by 
this Bill do not desire to obtain the relief 
which the Bill affords the Bill has no 
chance of passing, and it would be im- 
proper to ask the House of Commons to 
spend any great amount of time on it, 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the proposals 
amount simply to the addition of 10 per 
cent. to the price of Irish land for the 
tenant ? 
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Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: I have heard 


two versions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give any explanation of 
the proposal to make payment in stock 
on the price of to-day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That matter 
has been considered by the Government, 
I think, however, that Questions as to 
the details of the measure might with 
more propriety be addressed to my right 
hon. friend, 


Unanswered Questions. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said that on Thursday last he had a 
starred Question on the Order Paper, 
addressed to the First Lord of the 
Treasury, which was not reached by five 
minutes to three o’clock. He desired to 
hand it in to the Clerks at the Table for 
the following day, but was informed that 
this was not necessary, as it was cus- 
tomary to circulate the replies to the 
starred Questions which were not reached, 
No reply to the Question had reached 
him, however, either privately or with 
the Parliamentary Papers, and he desired 
to ask Mr. Speaker whether, under the 
Standing Order, such replies ought to be 
circulated. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It certainly is the 
duty of any Minister whose Question is 
not reached to hand in his reply at the 
Table, so thatit may be circulated with 
the Votes, if possible, the next mozning, 
or, if not, the morning after. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: And in the 
event of a Minister failing to do that, 


what remedy have we ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
sometimes difficult for him to comply, 
as the Answers to Questions addressed to 
him were not written out. He therefore 
could not simply hand them in in the 
ordinary course to the newspapers. [An 
Hon. Memper: To the clerk.) He 
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believed it was the practice, and in some 
respects he dared say it was a very good 
one, to make a double copy of the 
answers to Questions, one for the Press 
or the Clerks at the Table and the other 
for Members. But cccasionally slips 
would occur, especially when Questions 
were exhausted and the serious catechism 
began which he had to deal with from 
day to day, certainly with cheerfulness, 
and he hoped with patience. While he 
was not personally conscious of any lapse 
in the matter, he entirely admitted—pro- 
viding the hon. Member’s statement of 
fact was correct, and he did not doubt it 
for one moment—that he was in the 
wrong. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he would 
put the Question to-morrow. 


Report of Naval Works Resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Does the 
Prime Minister intend to take the Report 
of the Committeeon the Naval Works 
Resolution to-night after twelve o’clock 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Caprain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.): 
Can the Leader of the House make any 
statement as to the 
week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report of 
the Churches (Scotland) Bill will be 
taken to-morrow, and on Thursday the 
Supply put down will be the Colonial 
Office Vote first and the Home Office 
Vote second. As at present advised, the 
Second Reading of the Naval Works 
sill will be taken on Friday, the Money 
Resolution being taken after midnight 
to-day. To-morrow evening is promised 
for the consideration of the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee. 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. 


[Bill 284.] 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Fourth Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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REGISTRATION OF NURSES. 

Report from the Select Committee, with 

Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and 


read. Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No, 257.] 


NEW BILLS. 





METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCILS 
ASSOCIATION (No. 2) BLLL. 

“To authorise expenditure by Metro- 
politan Borough Councils in connection 
with certain associations,” presented by 
Captain Jessel; supported by Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Hayes 
Fisher, Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Sydney 
Buxton, Mr. Remnant, and Mr. Crooks; 
to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 285.] 


NATIONAL GALLERIES OF SCOTLAND 
BILL. 

“To establish a Board of Trustees to 
manage the National Galleries of Scotland, 
and for other purposes connected with 
the promotion of the Fine Arts in 
Scotland,’ presented by The Lord- 
Advocate ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
286.] 


SUPPLY [l6rn Attorrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R-, 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE: 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Criass LY. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £651,721, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1906, for the Expenses of the 
Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland, including a Grant in Aid of the 
Teachers’ Pension Fund, Ireland.” 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) : I desire, 
Sir, to move that you do report Progress 
and ask leave to sit again. 
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Toe CHAIRMAN: I cannot accept} speech he would have made on the 
such a Motion. This is an allotted day, Motion which I refused. I have given my 
and it will remain an allotted day, and | deci-ion to the best of my ability, and I 
I think it would be an abuse of the mean to abide by it. 
forms of the House which might be used | 
very much against the Opposition of| Mr. CHURCHILL: I have practically 
the day if I were to accede to it. finished stating my point of order, 

[only wish to submit the position in 

Mr. CHURCHILL: On a point of which the Committee is placed by 
order, I trust I may be permitted. [At|having to conduct a debate, the 
this juncture an hon. Member on the Gov- | result of which will be treated by the 
ERNMENT side audibly mimicked Mr. Government with contempt, seeing that 
CHURCHILL’s halting manner of speaking, | any adverse vote is sure to be ignored 
and this at once evoked a storm of in- | while any Minister who may be censured 
dignant shouts from the Nationalist and | will be sure to stick to his office. 
Opposition Benches. Comparative calm | 
having at last been restored.] | Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 

| said his object in interposing was that 

Tut CHAIRMAN: I trust the Com- | there should be no misapprehension as 
mittee will allow the hon. Member to | to the effect of the Chairman’s ruling, 
state his point of order. | If he understood it correctly, it was a 

| | Very wide one, and one that might have 

Mr. CHURCHILL: I desire to submit | a very important effect in the future, 
that the circumstances under which we | because it amounted to this—that no 
met together to-day, having regard not | special circumstances would justify a 
merely to the general political situation, | Motion for reporting Progress if it hap- 
but also to the nature of the Supply to | pened to be made on a day allotted to 
be taken, are wholly exceptional. Supply. He would urge the hon. Gentle- 
man to reconsider his decision, because it 
went much further than was required by 
ithe necessities of this case. Might he 

_add that the situation would be eased 

Mr. CHURCHILL: I desire to point | at once if the Chief Secretary would rise 
out reasons against the ruling you have and make a statement as to his position 
given, and to show for the general con- and responsibilities on the question of 
venience how the exceptional circum- | Irish administration? At any rate he 
stances which have arisen supersede it. would like to understand the full effect 
In the first place I would draw your | of the present ruling. ; 
attention to the fact that the hostile 
vote which was carried against the| THe CHAIRMAN: I am extremely 
Government has not been rescinded, and | reluctant to set up a precedent, but I 
the Government have no intention of | have never known such a Motion before. 
asking that it be rescinded. In the|I do not say that no special circum- 
second place, no Motion of confidence in | stances would justify such a Motion; 
the Government has yet been carried, and | but I do say that in the present circum- 
thirdly, the Chief Secretary is in charge | stances the Motion would be an abuse 
ot this Vote, and although his conduct has | of the rules of the House, and I must 
been specifically condemned by a vote of | adhere to my ruling, 
this House he, departing from precedent, | 





Tue CHAIRMAN; That is not a point 


of order. 





has not offered to resign——. | Mr. D LLON (Mayo, E.) said he was 
; about to deal with the dull, prosaic, and 
Tae CHAIRMAN rose again. unimportant question of Irish education, 


and as that was a subject in which the 
pronto, of England took no interest, 
| perhaps they would kindly withdraw. 
Tae CHAIRMAN: It is quite | He would give hon. Gentlemen opposite 
obvious I ought not to allow the hon.'a few minutes to withdraw to the 
Member on a point of order to make the | Smoking-room, as he thought it would 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I am finishing. 
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be more courteous for them! to go out | and its universal practice that Members 


before he began his speech. 
Unionist Members here left the House, | 
and others were doing so as the hon. | 


[Some | should leave exactly when they please. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: That is so, but 


Member proceeded with his speech, there Members must as far as possible leave 
being considerablenoise and interruption.] in an orderly manner. 


Tus CHAIRMAN said that hon.| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
| What about the traditions of the House ? 


Members who did not desire to wait to 
hear the hon. Member for East Mayo | 
should withdraw at once, and should 
not interrupt the hon. Gentleman’s 
remarks by going out singly. 


the question of Irish education as a 
whole, for there was no harmonious 
and all-embracing system of adminis-| 
tration. To debate the question of 
primary education without considering 
in connection with it the question of 
secondary and University education was 
very much of a farce, and there could 
be no greater misfortune than to have a 
shallow and _ inefficient system of 
technical education forced upon a people 
where there was no broad and good 
foundation of general education. [Here 
Mr. Ditton, referring to the growing | 
stream of Members leaving the House, 
expressed a hope that hon. Gentlemen 
would act upon the suggestion of the 
Chairman.] He desired to survey the 
whole field of education in Ireland, for 
unless that were done the discussion 
would be fruitless. [The hon. Member 
was again interrupted by the cheers 
of the NarionaLists aS MINISTERIALISTS | 
left the House.] He should move to 
report Progress so as to allow an interval 
in which hon. Members opposite might 
withdraw. 


THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man has a very large audience, and a 
large audience is apt to be restive. I 
have already suggested that hon. 
Members who do not wish to listen to 
the hon. Gentleman should withdraw. 


Mr. DILLON: 


vote. 


And come back to 


Mr. BURDETT - COUTTS 
minster): I desire to ask you, 


(West- 
Mr. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) like- 
wise sought to raise a point of order, 
but, until the intervention of the Chair- 


/man, he was shouted down, and then he 
Mr. DILLON complained that they | 
never had an opportunity of considering | 


was inaudible. 


Mr. DILLON, continuing, said the 


/usual course when Irish Nationalists 


‘them with empty benches. 
show very keen interest in the welfare of 


were discussing their affairs was to leave 


That did not 


Ireland. For his part, if English Mem- 
bers on the other side would only go 
away and not return till the vote he 


should be glad. On the present occasion 


hon. Members appeared to have elected 
to remain in the House and refuse them 
a hearing. [MrnisrERtAx cries of “ No.” ] 
The hon. Member proceeded to call 
attention to the last Report of the Com- 
missioners of National Education in 
Ireland, and protested against the be- 


‘lated character of the document, the 
| Report being tor 1903, and issued only in 


April, 1905, although received by Sir 
Antony MacDonnell in August, 1904. 
Why was it thus suppressed? It was 
nothing short of a scandal and disgrace 
that year after year they should have to 
discuss this question of national educa- 
tion with nothing before them later than 
two years old. The House ought not to 
be treated in thet way. 


Now he would turn to the Report 
itself. It was exceptional in _ its 
nature, because the Commissioners 
in their own defence prefaced it with 


‘an historical review of the progress of 
‘national education in Ireland—a review 


which was absolutely misleading and 
false. Let him take one point, the 
question of co-ordination. He had 
before expressed the opinion that no 
administration of primary education in 
Ireland could be of any value which 
ignored the whole system of education’in 


Chairman, whether it is not in accord- the country. The Report on}page 14 
ance with the traditions of this House | dealt with the question of co-ordination, 
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and the Commissioners there expressed 
their desire to see provision made by which 
clever pupils of national schools should 
be afforded facilities for a wider education, 
and added that in their opinion the best 
results from any system of primary educa- 
tion could only be obtained if it were co- 
ordinate with secondary and_ technical 
education, made introductory so far 
as possible to University and professional 
education. They went on to suggest 
that the teachers of the advanced depart- 
ments in higher-grade schools should 
possess University degrees. Incidentally 
he might remind the House that the 
Catholics had ro University which could 
confer degrees. The Commissioners con- 
tinually complained that their proposals 
for co-ordination had been negatived by 
the Treasury, which had refused the 
necessary money. About two years ago 
the Government brought over from this 
country Mr. Dale, an inspector of English 
schools, to report on the national system 
of education in Ireland, and he wished to 
know from the Chief Secretary, who 
appeared to be asleep, on what grounds 
the Government in Ireland refused to let 
them see the observations of the National 
Commissioners on Mr. Dale’s Report. 
That Report was comprehensive and 
extremely able; it was intolerable they 
should have to discuss it without know- 
ing the views of the Commissioners on it, 
and his second Question to the Chief 


Secretary was on what grounds were the | 


Commissioners’ observations on it with- 


held. 


The next question he desired to 
touch upon was the scandalous condition 
of the schoolhouses in many parts of 
Treland. With regard to that question 


the Commissioners admitted and deplored | . . . ; 
| And where is the Prime Minister 2 


that scandalous condition which no doubt 


was largely responsible for the low 
average attendance of scholars. It 
appeared, however, that in 1902 a 


proposal was made that a loan at 5 per 
cent., repayable in thirty-five years, 
should be advanced for building grants, 
which would have removed the difficulty, 
but the Treasury refused to accept the 
proposal. The Commissioners complained 
that for many years they had been urging 
on successive Governments to make 
adequate provision, and an _ Inter- 
departmental Committee investigated 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 











204 


Depts. Estinates, 1905-6, 


the whole question in 1902, but neither 
the Report nor the decision of the Govern. 
ment had been communicated to them, 
with the result that the work of providing 
suitable schoolhouses had actually been 
brought to a standstill because of the 
desire of the managers to ascertain the 
outcome of the inquiry. It was a mon- 
strous thing that the Treasury, which 
was asleep when millions were being 
wasted on fraudulent contracts in South 
Africa, should become educational experts 
and display such infernal activity when 
it was a question of saving a few pounds 
by starving Irish school _ buildings, 
They were in fact starving the Irish school 
children. The hon. Member then noted 
that the Chief Secretary had withdrawn, 
and, asking abruptly where he was, he 
moved to report Progress. 


Tur CHAIRMAN refvsed the Motion, 
and said that no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman would be back shortly. It 
was perfectly obvious that the right hon. 
Gentleman must go out sometimes. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ortue 
TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CavENDIsH, 
Derbyshire, W.) The right hon. Gentle- 


man will be back again in a moment. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Progress, pro- 


gress. 


Mr. DILLON : I decline to argue this 
question with the Secretary to the 
‘Treasury. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Who represents 
the Government ? Where is the Attorney- 
General ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 


Mr. DILLON: The Chief Secretary 
is paid £5,000 a year for maladminister- 
ing and muddling Irish affairs, and now 
it turns out that he cannot sit here for 
five minutes while we discuss Irish edu- 
cation. 


Mr. Water Lone here returned to his 
seat, 


Mr. DILLON, continuing, cited the 
Government’s refusal to do anything in 
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the matter of instruction in domestic 
subjects, such as cooking and laundry 
work, as an example of the manner in 
which Irish education was starved, and, 
passing from a general complaint of 
three days only being allotted for the 
discussion of the administration of Ire- 
land, he declared that it would be 
exceedingly difficult to imagine anything 
worse than the state of Irish education. 
There was confusion, overlapping, waste, 
starvation of schools, and want of any 
sound guiding principle. There was a 
total absence of conference between the 
various boards and managers; new 
schemes, crude and undigested, were 
hatched and launched on the country 
without previous consultation with 
the owners and managers of schools, 
with the result that at present Ireland 
had the worst system of education of 
any country in the whole of Western 
Europe. 


There were four special points 
he intended to dwell upon. First, the 
eflect of the new grading system on the 
position and salaries of the national 
teachers; second, the controversy about 
Rule 127 (b), which had during the last 
six months torn the whole educatiopal 
system of Ireland to tatters; third, the 
treatment of the Irish language in 
Irish schools ; and, fourth, the continued 
withholding of the Development Grant 
from the service of the Irish schools to 
Which it properly belonged. He might 
assert without fear of contradiction 
that the new grading system had affected 
the position and salaries of the national 
teachers by introducing an element of 
uncertainty and confusien in the highest 
degree detrimental to the prospects of 
the teachers. The Education Board had 
not kept their pledge of regarding vested 
interests when they deprived pupils of 
the training colleges and the younger 
teachers of the prospects of promotion 
which would have come to them under 
the old system. No doubt the National 
Board were contending that they fulfilled 
their pledge not to injure vested interests 
when they secured that no teacher should 
be deprived of the salary he already 
enjoyed. But the fact remained that 
numberless teachers had lost their 
prospect of immediate promotion and 
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large increases of salary which were 
almost within their grasp, and it was 
an extraordinary contention that there 
had not been an interference with vested 
interests. He complained that the 
initial salaries were absurdly small, and 
reminded the Committee that under the 
old system clever young men could 
rise to the highest grade in a few years 
after leaving the training college. 
If he had a fairly large school he could 
rise in about ten years to the highest 
salary and he could get the immediate 
reward of his skill in teaching. The 
result was that a young man who might 
have got as much as £150 a year under 
the old system found that under the new 
system he had to go up the ladder step by 
step, and although the latter might 
appear the more logical system it took 
away from him the incentive that 
formerly existed. A young man who 
joined the service would under the new 
system have to encounter so many 
obstacles and disabilities artificially 
created that he was discouraged, as the 
result of a system which conveyed to 
him no sense of justice and which must 
be absolutely fatal to the efficiency of 
the teaching staffs in Ireland. 


The consequence was a state of things 
which was indicated to him by one to 
whom he had been talking and who 
had said to him that whereas five or 
six years ago there were three times 
the number of candidates necessary 
for every vacancy in ,the King’s 
scholarships, now they were almost 
obliged to take anyone who offered, 
and he warned the House that 
the result would be that the personnel 
of the teachers must rapidly deteriorate, 
and that under the system as it would 
exist an exceptionally clever and brilliant 
man would find himself blocked by the 
new conditions, and would be placed in 
such a position that if he could get an 
appointment in England he would leave 
Ireland and come here; so that the best 
men would be drawn off from the teach- 
ing stafis in that country. He would 
read a couple of extracts to show the 
general sentiment of the country upon 
this question, The first was a letter 
which ought to have some effect on the 


mind of the Chief Secretary. It was 
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meeting in Dublin last February— _ on this system they would find that they 

“The result of this will be that we shall had stirred up a nest of hornets about 
have no candidates for the office of teacher | their ears in Ireland. This was the case 
except persons who are either physically or of 4 young man who was classed in the 
mentally unfit for anything else. | first division before the introduction of 

That was the result of years of ad-' the new rules. The result of the new 
ministration by this enlightened Govern- | rules was to degrade him. The reports 
ment under which they lived. Here | concerning his school and his work had 
was an extract from the Irish Times,| been excellent, and one of the inspectors 
the chief organ of Unionist opinion in| had told him that he might expect an 
Treland— ‘increase of salary. He had won much 
“Tf we seek to inquire as to che manner in which | distinction, but a vigilant Treasury 


the sum now withheld from education might | 
be advantageously expended, we have only to | 
compare the position and prospects of Irish | 


pounced upon this poor schoolmaster 
and cut off £25 a year. He had heard of 
another case of a schoolmaster which gave 


teachers with those of Great Britain. As far | ‘ : 
as the great majority of the teachers here are | @ further illustration of how a man could 


concerned, it is practically impossible for most | be deprived of his genuine vested interest, 





of them to secure a maximum salary in excess 
of £86 per annum for males and £72 for females. 


These are far below the average salaiies in | 
Great Britain, where the position of the teacher | 
during the past twenty years has beer materially | 


improved. In Ireland, on the contrary, the 
recent changes introduced by the National 
Board all tend towards the lowering of the 
status and remuncration of the teacher. The 
limitation of the number of teachers eligible 
for the bighest grades under which not more 
than 10 per cent of them, can qualify for that 
distinction tends to discourage effort and to 
paralyse energy.” 


Here were some of the results of the 
system as described in another Dublin 
newspaper— 

“Only a few years ago the announcement 


of a vacancy on the staff of any school brought | 


a crowd of teachers jostling each other to get 
in; and if the position was fairly desirable, 
say assistantship in a city school, there was 
special anxiety tosecureit. All that is changed. 
During the past month two large schools in 
the city of Dublin have repeatedly advertised 
for assistants without receiving a single appli- 
cation. . A vacancy recently occurred 
in a southern school. A young teacher trained 
last year was about to accept the appointment, 


but before closing with the manager he was | 


offered an assistantship in the North of Eng- 
land, and thither he has gone. 
his income is £90 a year, rising by increments 


to £150. In Munster he would start with £56, | 


leit 


never to exceeo £77. 


He mentioned a case which had been 


brought under his notice the other day. | 


He cross-examined the man himself with 
regard to it. He would not give his name. 
He took the opportunity of protesting 


against the system of blackguard intimi- | 


dation set up by the National Board of 
Education. He could not give the name 
because the teacher would be a marked 
man by the National Board, but he 


Mr. Dillon. 


In Durham | 


| This was a case in the city of Dublin 
|which he knew about himself. The 
teacher was a most distinguished man 
in his profession. He had a salary of 
something over £100 a year, and since 
the new rules came into operation he had 
moved into one of the large schools in 
Dublin where the average attendance 
was 250. Under the old system he would 
have had about £180 a year, but now 
under the new system he got only £135, 
being deprived of £45 a year. He held 
that a case of that sort was calculated 
to knock the heart out of these men and 
to cause them to seek their fortunes in 
some other land. Hewould say no more 
/upon that matter, not because it was not 
| very important, but because there were 
so many other subjects to be dealt with. 








| Now he came to another illustration 
'of the business methods of this Board. 
| The whole of Ireland had been ringing 
jabout Rule 127 (b). Amongst those 
interested in primary education little else 
_was talked about. He turned to Section 
2 of the appendix to the Report of the 
| National Commissioners issued two 
/months ago, and he found that it con- 
tained the rules and regulations of the 
Commissioners. He asked the House 
to note that the Report was issued two 
|months ago, and then to note that in 
, the rules there was nothing about 127 (b). 
That was an example of the up-to-date 
methods of the Board. The Board palmed 
off on them a copy of the regulations 
ithat were in force two and_a-half 
years ago. That was the latest informa- 
| tion they had. Rule 127 (b) was a rule 
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requiring that all boys under eight 
years of age should be sent to a girls’ 
school where a suitable girls’ school was 
to be found in the neighbourhood. There 
were certain limitations and qualifications 
in regard to the rule. The first thing 
he had to say as to the regulation was 
that he did not think it would be possible 
to imagine a more fatuous proceeding 
on the part of a public board in Ireland 
than to launch on the country such a 
regulation without consulting the man- 
agers of the schools throughout the 
country. If they wanted to kick up a 
row they could not have hit on a happier 
lan. This rule had very far-reaching 
results. It had been considered for 
months in secret and behind the scenes 
by the Chief Secretary, the Irish Govern- 
ment, and the Board of Education, but 
it never occurred to those wise and 
learned men that they should consult the 
managers of the schools and the Irish 
public before it was issued. The result 
had been that the whole body of the 
managers in Jreland—-Protestant and 
Catholic—were in revolt against the rule, 
and the Board had been reduced to a 
condition of absolute contempt. He 
warned the Chief Secretary that he would 
have to withdraw it because, otherwise, 
he would reduce education in Ireland 
to a condition of absolute chaos. 


In a Return made to that House 
the other day there was a copy of the 
minutes of a meeting of the National 
Board of Education at which this rule 
was agreed to. First of all he would ask 
the Chairman, on a point of order, whether 
it was correct to insert in this Parlia- 
mentary Return extracts from the draft 
of a letter from the Board to the Under- 
Secretary and, at the end of the Return, 
an extract from the draft of a letter from 
the Treasury dated March 14th, 1903. 
Were they not entitled by the rules of the 
House to have the whole of these letters ? 


Tae CHAIRMAN said that on the 
point of order he thought that the hon. 
Gentleman was thinking of the rule 
by which if a Minister quoted from 
an official document he must give the 
whole of it. He did not think that 
that applied to a Return granted by a 
Minister. 
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Mr. DILLON said that then he must 
fall back on fair play. He thought the 
Government ought to give the House the 
whole of these letters. They were very 
important and extraordinary, because 
if the Chief Secretary would direct 
his attention to this Return he would 
see that it was one of the most extra- 
ordinary documents ever laid before 
the House of Commons in more respects 
than one. It commenced with the 
statement— 

“That it was proposed by the Bishop of 
Killaloe and unanimously adopted by the Board 
‘that the Resident Commissioner be hereby 
requested at his earliest convenience to bring 
before the Board a report on the excessive 
expenditure incurred by the multiplication 
of small schools, and to prepare a resolution 
on this question.’ ” ’ 

Then there was an extract from the 
draft letter of April 27th, 1904, to the 
Under-Secretary explaining what the 
Board proposed to do in pursuance of 
this policy to cut down extravagant 
expenditure. They said they insi ted 
on the transfer of all boys between three 
and seven years of age to girls’ schools. 
On 25th October, 1904, when the scheme 
came to be considered, the age was 
extended so that all boys under eight 
years of age would be ineligible for enrol- 
ment in the boys’ schools. On whose 
suggestion was the boys’ age raised from 
seven years to eight years? Here he 
came to the extracts from the minutes 
of the Board where the Bishop of Kildare 
and Leighlin gave notice of a motion 
that— 

* All schools upon which the effect of Rule 
127 (b) would be to impair the strength of the 
teaching staff, to reduce the salaries of existing 
teachers, or to turn ‘separate’ into ‘ mixed’ 
schools, shall be exempt from its operation, 
until the Commissioners can provide some 
means of obviating these objectionable results.” 


The Bishop of Kildare and Leighlin 
moved that resolution on April 11th, 
but he was defeated by thirteen votes 
to two. Here was a_ proposal to 
moderate the effect of the rule so 
as to protect the teachers from in- 
jury and to prevent the children from 
being swept into unsuitable schools. 
Certainly he could warn the Chief 
Secretary that although that resolu 
tion had been negatived by that large 
majority this rule would have to be 
withdrawn. He laid special stress that 
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the whole proceedings started with 
the resolution moved by the Bishop 
of Killaloe, that this measure was 
to be taken to reduce excessive expendi- 
ture; and the Treasury wrote a letter 
headed ‘* Superfluous Schools ’’ in which 
they said— 

‘*The Lords of the Treasury are glad to 


observe—(the Lords of the Treasury had turned 
into educational experts)—that the Commis- 
sioners are taking up the question of amal- 
gamating small schools and separate depart- 
ments of schools where the attendance is in- 


sufficient.” 
and they went on to say— 


y, 


*“My Lords in particular express a strong 
hope that the Commissioners will take steps 
for substituting mixed schools for separate 
schools for boys and girls ”’— 

No reference was made in that letter 
to the public opinion of Ireland— 

“Tt appeared to their Lordships that the 
remarks of Mr. Dale upon tke gross extrava- 
gance should strengthen the Commissioners in 
taking this part of the subject vigorously in 
hand.” 

This was what the Commissioners had 

done. They got their head inspector, 
Mr. Naish, to report that— 
“The financial effect of amalgamating the 
existing schools, which are at present separate 
and have small attendances, must be to in- 
crease the expenditure.” 

And Mr. Naish went on to say that— 

“ The aggregate financial effect of amalgamating 
the small schools must, therefore, be to increase 
expenditure considerably.” 

That was to say that the Board turned 
round and said that their policy was not | 
a policy of economy, but that it must 
increase expenditure. Was there ever a 
more dishonest document placed before 
Parliament ? His conviction was that the 
policy was one of mean economy, and that 
the second thought of the Board was an 
attempt to disarm the storm of disap- 
proval that they had to face in Ireland. 


What was the next stage ? The Catholic 
managers and the public throughout Ire- 
land rose up inarms against Rule 127 (b) 
and against this interference with the 
managers to handle their own schools in 
their own way. Here he ‘might say 
that if the object of the Board had really 
been to improve the conditions surround- 
ing the education of infant boys, they 
would have taken the public of Ireland 
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scheme to improve the education of 
infant boys they would have met with 
fair consideration from all Parties in 
Ireland. That was not their object. 
Their object was to carry out the orders 
of the Treasury and starve Irish educa- 
tion. And the pretext that this 
Rule 127 (b) was for the advan. 
tage of infant boys was a mere after. 
thought, in order to give some sem- 
blance of plausibility to this revolu- 
tion in Irish education. The body 
of clerical managers in the county of 
Wicklow sent a memorial to the Com- 
missioners that they would not administer 
the new rule; and this was the letter 
addressed by the secretary of the Board 
to the school managers in county Wick- 
low— 
“Dublin, 2nd June, 1905. 

Reverend Sir, Referring to the memorial of 
school managers, teachers; and representative 
persons of the county of Wicklow, forwarded 
to the Commissioners on the 30th ult., to which 
your name is attached, I am directed to call your 
attention to the terms of the last paragraph of 
the memorial in which the unconditional with- 
drawal of Rule 127 (b) is demanded, and in 
which the memorialists say, ‘we pledge our- 
selves to resist the enforcement of the rule 
by every legitimate means in our power.’ In 
view of your undertaking as a manager of 
national schools to have the Commissioners’ 
rules and regulations complied with, I am 
further directed to inquire whether you signed 
the memorial or authorised the attachment 
of your name to it, and, if so, to request an 
explanation on the subject.” 





The Chief Secretary was not content 
with turning the Land Commissioners’ 
Court into a Criminal Court, but he 
must turn the Board of Education into 
a Criminal Court which could cite Bishops, 
priests, and managers to appear 
before it. Was there ever a piece of 
greater audacity on the part of the Board 
in Ireland? The Board got an explana- 
tion the following week. A representa- 
tive body, speaking for the whole Catholic 
clerical managers of Ireland, passed the 
following resolution— 

“That we consider the moditication of Rule 
127 (b), recently sanctioned by the Commis- 
sioners and published on May 4th, 1905, as 
altogether unsatisfactory, and we refuse to 
accept this rule, even as modified, on the 
grounds that it still works injustice to the 
teachers, both principal and assistants ; it is 
retrograde from an educational standpoint ; it 
ignores the natural rights of parents; and 
has been insidiously introduced to pave the 











into their confidence ; and had they done 
so and produced any well thought-out 


Mr. Dillon 


way for the utterly inadmissible system of 
| indiscriminate amalgamation.” 
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He advised the Chief Secretary that 
he had better dismiss the whole of the 
clerical managers in Ireland and send 
over to Ireland a set of English inspectors 
to take their place. But there was 
another resolution passed by the same 
representative body which stated— 

“We demand the immediate reform of the 
Irish Board of National Education, on the 
grounds that, as at present constituted, it is 
unrepresentative, irresponsible, unprogressive, 
and, to a large extent, antagonistic to the 
national and religious feelings of the majority 
of the Irish people.” 


The Bishops met a few days later 
and heartily endorsed the opinion of 
the clerical managers. 
with great curiosity what the Chief Secre- 


tary proposed to do with reference to the | 


rule, 


He came now to the question of | 


Irish in the schools. In spite of con- 
cessions obtained by persistent agitation 
the present state of affairs was entirely 
unsatisfactory. Irish could not be taught 
as an extra subject by a teacher except 
in a school which was satisfactory in 
English according to the report of the 
inspector, and which showed merit all 
round. ‘hat threw the school on the 
mercy of the inspector, whom he could 
not blame if, disliking Irish, he naturally 
discouraged it as much as he could. 
The next provision was a most objection- 
able one. The fees would not be paid 
if Irish were taught to pupils of a lower 
standard than the fourth. It cut out the 
power and right of the teacher to gain 
the special fee of 10s. for Irish language 
in all grades below the fourth, and, as 
the Irish schools were mostly composed 
of grades lower than the fourth, it cut 
off a large part of his income. These 
two provisions ought to be withdrawn. 
Then it was the custom of the Board to 
send inspectors who did not understand 
Irish, and who were absolutely incapable 
of making a proper and intelligent re- 
port on Erse. He would further like 
to have the declaration of the Chief 
Secretary as to the following extraor- 
dinary statement. At a meeting of 
the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian body in Belfast, Dr. Wilson, one 
of the Presbyterian members of the 
National Board of Education, said he 
was opposed to the payment of 10s. 
for the teaching of Irish, and he could 
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He should hear | 
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inform them that the Treasury, after 
April, 1906, would pay nothing on 
that subject. He should very much 
like to know whether Mr. Wilson 
had any authority for making that 
statement, 


He now came to the last point 
on which he proposed to take up 
the time of the Committee, and that 
was the question of the development 
grant and the Marlborough Street Train- 
ing College. Up to two years ago a sum 
‘of £185,000 was set aside as the grant 
for Ireland, corresponding to the Eng- 
‘lish education grant, and under the 
old practice that sum belonged by right 
to Irish education. But then a new 
| system was set up, and under it that 
money was captured by a series of 
Bills and devoted to all kinds of purposes 
except education, with the result that 
the schools had been starved, teachers 
had been denied what they were justly en- 
titled to, and all kinds of objects in 
connection with Irish education had 
been left unattended. In the name of 
the whole of the Irish Party and of the 
Irish people, he protested against the 
withholding any further of the equiva- 
lent grant. The time had come when 
the almost ananimous opinion was in 
favour of giving without further delay 
all that remained of the develop- 
ment or equivalent grant for the im- 
|provement of Irish education. There 
| had been a proposal to set aside from the 
| equivalent grant a sum of £50,000 for 
| the provision of a residence in connection 
with the Marlborough Street Training 
| College. He asked the Chief Secretary 
| when he spoke to make a full and frank 
| statement as to the present position,and as 
| to what were the plans of the Government 
| with regard to the college. He was not 
prepared to take up the position that the 
| college should not get a fair and pro- 
| portionate sum; but he challenged 
the granting of this enormously dis- 
proportionate sum. The Bill passed for 
the Marlborough Street College was 
based on an entirely different scale to 
those for other colleges in Ireland. 
There ought to be fair play and reasonable 
proportion. Was it true that £15,500 
had been paid already to the landlord 
in the case of the Marlborough Street 
College? If it were true it was an 
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extravagant and an extreme sum. They 
knew from Answers already given in the 
House that all that it was proposed to 
build was a residence for the college ; 
and in his opinion the sum of £50,000 
was entirely out of proportion to the 
number of students and the importance 
of the system which they represented. 
After all, the college represented that 
small section of the population—at the 
outside only one-tenth—which desired 
a mixed education, and to grant them 
£50,000 for the residence of a college 
would not be fair. He had no desire to 
be unfair. All that he asked was 
that the Government should make a 
statement showing that from these 
slender sources, already depleted most 
unfairly and outrageously, there should 
not be given to any section any sum 
which would be greatly in excess of what 
they deserved. 


He had succeeded in pretty well 
emptying the House. The subject was 
one on which, frankly speaking, it 
was impossible to interest English- 
men and Scotchmen, though for some in- 
scrutable reason they persisted in keep- 
ing the matter in their hands. They had 
produced the most indefensible, most 
confused, ineffective, and wasteful sys- 
tem known in any country in the world ; 
and, if he thought his words would have 
the least effect, he would make one last 
appeal to the House to leave them to 
work out their own destiny and see 
whether they could not make something 
better of the education of Ireland than 
the miserable mess made of it under the 
English Government. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That item A (salaries and wages) be 
reduced by £1,000."—(Mr. Dillon.) 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he thought there was a matter of vital 
constitutional importance regarding the 
position in which they found themselves, 
It must not be forgotten that they were 
debating an Estimate on which last 
year the House by a solemn vote con- 
demned the administration of the Gov- 
ernment. Last year, before any of the 
excitement of the present situation, 
before the right hon. Gentleman who was 
now Chief Secietary took office, the House 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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did what was practically unparalleled, 
viz., carried the “classical” reduction of 
£100 upon a Vote for National Education 
in Ireland. Therefore they were dealing 
with a system which the House of Com- 
mons in Supply had already condemned. 
More than a year—he believed fifteen 
months—had passed since that solemn 
condemnation by Irish, and English 
opinion assisting, was made. What had 
the Government done since? They had 
made a change in the Chief Secretary, 
The right hon. Gentleman was very 
vigorous in upholding law and order, 
What had the right hon. Gentleman done 
in regard to education that affected not 
100 landlords or scores of peasants, but 
millions of people — Protestants and 
Catholics — throughout the country ? 
Instead of applying themselves to the 
betterment of that condition of affairs 
the Government had entered upon a 
scheme which would increase tenfold the 
indignation and exasperation already 
prevailing as to the system of Irish 
national education. He ventured to say 
that, serious as was the indignation which 
had previously existed, that feeling to-day 
was ten times intensified. 


The Chief Secretary might say that he 
had nothing to do with the National 
Education Board in Ireland, and that 
he would wash his hands of the whole 
matter. Thus there had been reached, 
after all the years of the Union, this extra- 
ordinary position—that it did not matt-r 
how Irish Members voted or sp»ke—the 
system still went on. Talk about re- 
ducing Irish representation, 103 Gentle- 
men were brought across th: channel, 
by the magnetism, he supposed, and the 
surroundings of the British Houses of 
Parliament, they got even the English 
Members to join them in condemnation 
of acertain Irish policy, and yet that policy 
was going strong still—worse, indeed, than 
ever. Another “classic” reduction of £100 
was carried the other day on the land ques- 
tion, and the Leader of the Government 
said, in effect, that he did not carea b:ass 
farthing ; things would go on as they had 
been going. This, therefore, was the 
situation—that if Irish Nationalists wished 
to do anything wh.ch would disturb the 
Government they must ally themselves 
with some English Members on some 
questions for which they did not care a 
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farthing —the fiscal question, for instance, 
as to which he personally did not care 
one way or the other, and for which 
anybody might have his vote if it would 
help the cause of Ireland. The First 
Lord in effect said, ‘‘ Bring forward China, 
Madagascar, the Cape, or the North 
Pole, and on that move a vote of cen- 
sure, and then the great Tory Ministry 
will take it into consideration.” Was 
there ever such a _ broken-backed 
Government, or was there ever such 
an absurd proceeding as that the 
Irish Members, who for the most part 
cared nothing for any English question 
or any foreign question—nothing about 
China or Gibraltar or all the rest of the 
places in the Archipelago—should have 
to join with English Members on some 
question in which they had no interest— 
and then, forsooth, if they won only 
to change the Government for the per- 
petuation of the old system? That was 
the naked position of affairs. On divi- 
sions last session and this session on the 
two great questions of Irish land and Irish 
education, the Nationalists had twice 
been able to condemn the policy of the 
Government, but the Nutionalists might 
as well talk to the reporters in the lobby, 
or, for that matter, to those they might 
met on a bus while coming to the House. 
Their words, and even the defeats they 
were able to inflict im the division 
lobbies, were ignored, the Government's 
only reply being, ‘Oh, you did not attack 
us On a vote of censure.” Practically 
speaking, the only way in which the 
Nationalist Members could deal with Irish 
questions was in Committee of Supply, 
but, in spite of what had happened 
in Supply on the education and the 
land questions, instead of any benefit 
being achieved new grievances had 
arisen, and he could not help wondering 
how reform could ever be secured in 
Irish matters. It apparently could not 
be obtained by legislation; almost as 
certainly it could not be obtained 
on the Estimates since the Prime 
Minister had practically said that 
divisions on the Estimates on Irish 
quest.ons were of no account, What, 
then, were the Nationalists to do? 
It was in a practically bankrupt con- 
ditioa, so to speak, as to Parlia- 
mentary devices that they were obliged 
to attend, the House. He did not see 
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why the Prime Minister should attend the 
House at all when Committee of Supply 
was on. It was actually supposed by 
some people in Ireland, not in lunatic 
asylums, that debates in that House 
had really some effect on the Ministry 
of the day. He had rarely known it to 
happen, but the Nationalist Members 
were sent there to do tueir duty to 
their constituents, and he would there- 
fore put a few considerations before 
Ministers as to the education question, 
though they would not care one groat 
for what he might say. 


Of every injury which was inflicted upon 
Ireland the Treasury was practically at 
the bottom, and it was so in the present 
case. It was pretended that a change 
was being made in the interests of 
education, but if the Government would 
guarantee ; that Mr. Starkie’s salary 
should not be increased if he effected 
an economy of £20,000 or £30,000 a 
year nothing more, probably, would be 
heard of any change. What was it the 
miserable Treasury were doing—he could 
not think of them without hatred? They 
were constantly practising a system of 
bribery on the higher officials of Depart- 
meits to make so called economies by 
the p:ospect of increased salaries to 
the individual. They wanted to de- 
prive Ireland of some little grants. 
Starkie had already, it was true, 
probably become a C.B., but, though he 
might have wanted the Bath very much, 
it was doubtful whether that would 
satisfy him—he would probably also 


| want something in cash. He wished to 
|ask the Government for an estimate 
lof the sum Starkie would save and 
‘what was the amount of commission 


they proposed to give him—was it 2} 
per cent. on a saving of £20,000 
or £30,000 per year? Because that was 
what was at the root of the first proposal. 


He further suggested that, the Board of 
Irish Edueation should have its pro- 
ceedings open to the Press, a course 
which would let the public know from 
day to day what was going on, and would, 
perhaps, by the force of publ:c opinion, 
prevent some of the worst of the Board’s 
proposals from being carried into effect. 
Ireland, of course, waS «an idolatrous 
country. The people thee worshipped 
idols, as was well known, and the system 








219 


of education provided for them was this— 
that the Board chosen to administer that 
education should be largely non-idol wor- 
shippers and should have every interest 


they could in warping the minds, harassing | 


the consciences, and annoying the feelings 
of the idolaters, The Government had 
great respect for idolaters in India. He be- 
lieved at that moment there was in Burmah 
a British soldier, paid by that House, 
marching up and down before one idol in 
order to prevent that idol being awakened. 
The Burmese, he understood, believed 
that if any noise were made near the 
idol the whole of Burmah would be 
submerged by an earthquake. Accoid- 
ingly British prowess with a _ fixed 
bayonet marched up and down in 
front of it by day and night. Then, 
too, a college had been provided for 
Mahommedans at Khartoum. In fact, 
the only subject-people who got any con- 
sideration from England were idolaters, 
and therefore he put in a humble claim 
that Irish idolaters should be allowed to 
get their proportion of this money un- 
affected by the views of the so-called 
Chr'stians. Surely it was not a strong 
demand to ask that Irish children should 
be allowed to have their education settled 
for them by people of their own persua- 
sion, and, as the Government insisted 
on one-half of the National Board being 
composed of Christians and the other 
half of idolaters, he asked that at all 
events the proceedings of the Christians 
should be open to the Press. What a 
splendid thing it would be for evangelical 
religion in Ireland and the spread of the 
Gospel if the people could know what 
these Christians persons were devising 
for the benefit of the benighted classes 
whom they had to educate, 


Nearly £1,400,000 was placed in the 
hands of this Board every year, and 
it took them two years to make a 
Report to that House. There must 
be some weighty reasons for so great 
a delay on the part of a Board repre- 
senting all the wealth, intelligence, edu- 
cation, and Christianity of the country. 
And let the House consider the time that 
would be saved if every week one could 
read in the newspaper what the Board 
were doing. He would never dream of 
troubling the House of Commons at all 
with debates on their published pro- 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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ceedings. Ifanything objectionable were 
then proposed, a crowd could go to Marl- 
borough Street and break the windows, 
which might have some effect. But under 
existing circumstances two years elapsed 
before the public knew what the Board 
were doing; by that time two or three 


|of the members had died, others had 


become Judges, and an entirely new set 
of men had been appointed, so that 
if the public went and threw stones they 


would probably break the windows 
of the wrong persons. The sum of 
£1,400,000 was sufficiently large to 


justify the demand that it should not 
be passed in the dark. The Committee 
had absolutely no information about the 
matter, and the only means by which 
public opinion could be brought to bear 
was by opening the proceedings to the 
Press. Such a reform did not need any 
Billor Resolution of that House; it could 
easily be effected by the Chief Secretary. 
The defects of the system and the absence 
of control had been admitted by succes- 
sive Chief Secretaries. 


The opportunities of life in Treland 
were small. The only two Government 
institutions by which the sons of the 
peasantry were afforded a chance of 
earning a decent livelihood were the 
Royal Irish Constabulary and the teach- 
ing profession. Probably four times 
as much was spent on arms and op- 
pression as upon education. In every 
village could be seen on the one side 
the frowning barracks with ten well- 
paid policemen, and on the other side 
the little schoolhouse where a starved 
schoolmaster and his wife were attempting 
to instil British civilisation into a reluc- 
tant population. At the instance of the 
Treasury, without any regard whatever to 
Trish desires or interests, the stimulus 
which the prospect of entering the teach- 
ing profession gave humble people to 
become trained had been destroyed, 
and neither Catholics nor Protestants 
—he was most anxious the Protestants 
should be educated; he thought they 
needed it—had any longer any induce- 
ment to become national teachers. He 
really did not know why anybody should 
remain in Ireland. England had made 
it the saddest and the most miserable 
country in the world. One might as 
well live in a tomb as in some Irish 
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villages. And now this one little avenue 
to decency and respectability which had 
been still open to poor men was closed, 
and, at the instance of some wretched 
Treasury clerk, the whole scheme of | 
education had been degraded. This was | 
the common avowal and confession of 
everybody connected with the system. 
First the teachers were robbed by being 
invited to subscribe to a pension fund 
for their old age, and then being told 
that the fund was bankrupt; and now, 
the old men having been defrauded and 
their hopes withered, the hearts of the 
young men and women were to be 


crushed, and they were to be left with | 


neither hope nor outlook. 


This was strictly in accordance with 
the English system of education and 
government in Ireland. He defied the 
Chief Secretary to get any independent 
Irishman on his own side of the House 
who had studied the subject and 
was not in the receipt or the expecta- 
tion of a salary to defend the Board 
of Education or its administration. 
Like Job on his dunghill, 
had a right to protest. But 
Job addressed the Almighty they were 
addressing the English, and they knew 
that just as it was in the beginning of 
the century so it was now and ever 
would be so long as that House attempted 
to govern the country. If Englishmen 
were making anything out of this he 
could understand it. 
Not a single Englishman would be the 
better, the wiser, or the richer for the 
system ; 
was not like grabbing 
uritation of Ireland put nothing in their 


pockets, and yet they perpetuated this | 
unholy and unhappy system simply | 


because it was in existence, and they 


would not take the trouble to reform it. | 


None of the plans he had suggested 
would involve the expenditure of any 
Parliamentary time. All he asked the 
Chief Secretary to do was to let in a 
little light on the National Board. Since 


Irishmen | 
whereas | 


But they were not. | 


it simply bred irritation. It | 
Africa; the | 
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ruins, because there would always be 
plenty of prosecutions so long as the 
right hon. Gentleman remained in office. 





This was a matter which affected the 
| Protestant and Unionist teachers as well 
| as the Catholic teachers. Were the Protes- 
| tant teachers satisfied with the svstem and 
| their treatment, and were they satisfied 
with the right hon. Gentleman’s proposals? 
Were they satisfied with Mr. Starkie ? 
Was the Member for Belfast satisfied 
with Mr. Starkie? Their efforts were 
almost useless, and they could do nothing 
for unfortunate Ireland because they had 
to deal with a House and with a Ministry 
who would do nothing. Year after year 
they were getting grey exposing griev- 
ances, and yet they saw nothing done 
except Ministers drawing their salaries. 
Why did the Chief Secretary not express 
his opinion freely about the Treasury ? 
He was the Irish Minister and he was 
supposed to defend Irish interests. The 
right hon. Gentleman would get his 
salary all the same whether he con- 
demned the Treasury or not. Why 
should he not give the Committee his 
view upon these Treasury proposals ? 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) said this was 
not a question of Roman Catholic or 
Protestant but a question of efficiency and 
how they could best deal with the mis- 
doings and the grievous wrongs which 
were continually imposed upon Ireland by 
the present system. Of course the 
Chief Secretary had no control over 
the Commissioners of Education, and 
therefore he was not responsible for the 
charges brought against the system of 
education in Ireland. But that was 
no reason why the grievances should 
remain unredressed, and it was the duty 
' of the House to honestly try to remove 
| grievances which were admitted as much 
/on the Government side as upon the 
Opposition side of the House. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry N.): Why do 


/not you support us with your votes ? 


he came into office the Chief Secretary had | 


in less than four months sent a good 
number of men to jail. 
a good time for Irish lawyers. The 
lawyers were saying, “Long live the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland,” as the owls 


It had been | 


Mr. SLOAN said he had sufficient 
independence to vote either for or against 
proposals as he thought fit in the best 
interests of his constituents, and that 
independence had not only led him into 


blesscd the Sultan Mahmoud for creating | the thorny paths of misrepresentation 
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and misunderstanding, but in his desire 
to serve all classes and all creeds in 
matters into which no sectarianism ought 
to enter he was in the proud position 
that day of being repudiated by both 
political Parties. That, however, did 
not alter his view, and he was so 
thoroughly convinced of the necessity 
of representing not a section only of 
Ireland or a section of his own constitu- 
ents that he did not hesitate to associate 
himself with a protest which was uni- 
versally believed in against a system 
which did no good to the education of 
Ireland and which could not under 
any circumstances receive the approval 
of right-thinking men. 

It was a most unfortunate thing that 
there existed the system of confidential 
documents under which the character 
and reputation of an Irish teacher 
was at the mercy of any individual 
manager, whether Protestant or Catholic, 
and the teacher in this way could be 
villified, ruined, and dismissed without 
any chance of defending himself. 
A system under which the victim of 
a confidential circular could not defend 
himself was a disgrace to the Irish 
administration of national education, 
and the House of Commons ought to 
take steps to immediately remedy that 
state of things. Even a criminal in the 
dock was allowed to defend himself, 
but every national school teacher was 
within the power, and often became the 
victim, of a particular school manager. 
It might be that a national school 
teacher would not go to a certain Sunday 
school or play a certain musical instru- 
ment im connection with a certain 
church, and because of these things the 
manager, who was responsible to nobody, 
could by means of a confidential circular 
make certain charges against that 
teacier which the teacher would 
have no chance whatever of refuting. 
Why was the national school teacher 
not paid by the National Board? He got 
his salary through the manager. The 
manager came on quarter-day, or when- 
ever it might be, and you might think 
he was paying the teacher a compliment, 
or giving him some bonus he was not 
entitled to, from the manner in which 
he handed him his salary, Why was 
not the national school teacher paid 
direct by the National Board 4 


Mr, Sloan, 


{COMMONS} 
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As the hon. Member for Louth had said, 
what was the reason the proceedings of this 
marvellous Board, of which he had the 
courage to believe and the grace to state 
that it had perhaps done good work in its 
day, were not published ? At present its 
work, whether good or bad, was unknown 
to the country, and he thought it would 
do no harm, but really be a blessing or 
a boon in disguise if they had some 
account of the business transacted at the 
meetings of the Board. The Board 
comprised, he understood, an equal 
number of Protestants and Catholics, 
Why should there not be a Minister of 
Education such as Scotland had ’ 


294 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): We should have one under Home 
Rule. 


Mr. SLOAN said if the hon. Member 
addressed the House in a Home Rule 
debate they would all listen to him with 
pleasure. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Louth that if the Board was 
serving a public interest, and was for 
the good of education in Ireland, there 
ought to be no secret about the trans- 
actions which took place when it met. 
Instead of having Reports, much belated, 
he admitted, though hardly so much 
belated as the hon. and learned Member 
stated, they should be such as would 
enable them to understand how the 
business was being carried on. He 
objected to the Board because it was 
not a representative Board. It was 
co-opted, or it was appointed by the 
Crown. The House of Commons had 
no control over it. The Government 
had no control over it. And if they 
put a Question onthe Paper, the Answer, 
like many other replies given in that 
debate, would be handed by the First 
Commissioner to the Chief Secretary, 
who was compelled by the force of 
circumstances to tell the House ex- 
actly what he had been told to say. 
That was a state of things with which 
all Irishmen who desired the common 
good of their country must be dissatis- 
fied—and because Members on the other 
side demanded Home Rule, while he 
believed that the Unionist policy was 
the better one for Ireland, that was no 
reason why a wall of partition should be 
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built up against joining hands for what 
was good for Ireland, and he did not 
know what should have the first place 
in their heart if not education. 


Take the case of the small schools. The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, asked the 
total saving under the new system, 
stated that instead of a total saving 
there was an additional expenditure of 
£50,000. He asked as a supplementary 
Question whether that £50,000 included 
the £28,000 given out of the equivalent 
grant christened the dev-lopment grant. 
The Chief Secretary replied to him that 
he could not tell. They got by Question 
and Answer in the House only broad state- 
ments, and the rules of the House pre- 
vented them from so interrogating the 
Chief Secretary as to get the Question 
on the Paper answered. He thought 
the Chief Secretary ought really to 
take into serious account the united 
and unanimous desire of the Irish repre- 
sentatives to put the education of the 
country on a basis which would be 
acceptable not to one class only, but to 
all classes, and to give the teachers 
of Ireland the same opportunities, the 
same privileges, and the same rights as 
his fellow school teacher in England or 
in Scotland. 


He quite agreed with the Member 
for Mayo in asking why the equiva- 
lent grant was applied to other 
purposes than those to which it should 
be applied. Ireland got as its share 
of the equivalent grant £185,000, which 
was accumulating every year. Out of 
it there had been paid £10,000 to the 
Tralee and Dingle Railway, and 
£75,000 to carry out the administration 
of land purchase. That money ought 
to be applied for the education of the 
children and for the maintenance of the 
schools in a proper condition. There 
were instances where children had to go to 
school with pieces of turf in their arms in 
order to heat themselves. He  sub- 
mitted to the Chief Secretary that these 
were questions that ought to engage 
the attention of the Irish Administration. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Dover indicated in the House of 
Commons some time before his resig- 
nation that it was his intention to bring 
in a Bill to deal with the question of 
Irish education. 
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Mr. DILLON: I asked the Chief 
Secretary, just after the Address, whether 
it was his intention to bring in a Bill 
this session, and he said “‘ No.” 


Mr. SLOAN said that was very un- 
fortunate. One thing that ought to 
be remedied was that the £185,000 
should be applied to education. This 
amount went on accumulating, and it 
would only go as doles to particular 
interests—he did not care whether they 
belonged to the North, South, East or 
West. This was education money and 
it ought to be applied for educational 
purposes. He knew the difficulties under 
the present system in country schools, 
and he had known a national school 
where a teacher getting only a salary 
of £50 or £60 had to repair the floor 
of the school in order that the children 
might not get their legs broken. What 
was being done with the £185,000 as 
regards education in Ireland? Nothing. 
Only £28,000 had been devoted out of 
that sum and that was the result of an 
agitation got upon bothsides of the House. 
It was not a question of Protestant or 
Roman Catholic. It was not a question 
of sectarian bitterness on one side or the 
other. It was a question of whether 
Ireland was being educated or not, and 
whether an Irishman’s child was io 
have facilities for meeting the hardships 
of life and going forth to the world with 
an education capable of enabling him 
to obtain a position of honour in the 
industrial world that would be a credit 
to his country. There was no Irishman, 
whatever constituency he represented, 
who would get up and justify the present 
antiquated administration so far as 
education in Ireland was concerned, 
and the fault must lie not with the 
Chief Secretary, but with the present Gov- 
ernment. He did not know if it would 
require a stroke of the pen or instructions 
from the Chief Secretary. He thought 
under an Act of Parliament the National 
Commissioners had the power they now 
exercised. 


Me. 'T. W. RUSSELL: 
charter. 


They sit by 


Mr. SLOAN said in that case it would 
require an Act of Parliament to put 
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Why had local authorities no hand in 
this education ? 


authority had to do with education 
matters it would be able to take a better 
and deeper interest inthem. Those were 
his convictions, and if hon. Members 
did not like them he could not help it. 


While he agreed with all that had been 
said regarding the importance of educa- 
tion in Ireland, he was entitled to dis- 
syciate himself from hon. Members 
opposite. as to whether the mode they 
would apply for improving it was 
the right one. They should all be 


interested in applying a system which | 


would give no offence to any person 
and give a monopoly to no person. So 
long as he was in that House he would 
associate himself with any reasonable 
reform for Ireland, no matter who 
proposed it, but he claimed the right 
to dissociate himself from any reform 
which he considered undesirable. He 
associated himself with the denunciation 
of the present system of national educa- 
tion in Ireland, and he trusted that the 
Chief Secretary would use his position 
and, if it was possible, his influence 


over his colleagues, so that that influence ' 


would be used to put a stop toa system 
which never could be popular with any 
class of Irish national school teachers, 


and never could do any real good to, 


education in Ireland. He hoped for the 


best things from that debate, and he! 


trusted that in the near future, instead of 
having red tape and stereotyped replies 
in regard to the grievances which oc- 
curred, they would have changes intro- 
duced which would place education on a 
more satisfactory footing. They had 
to bring these matters up continually at 
Question time in the House, and that was 
a way which was not satisfactory to the 
persons aggrieved, and did not enable 
them to bring home blame to the Ad- 
ministration. He asked the Chief Secre- 
tary if there was no possibility of an open 
door in regard to the difficulty on the 
education question, and whether they 


could not have some system whereby | 
the children of Ireland should have the | 


same rights as those in Scotland or 
England, whereby there might be a 


conference of the general public, and 


Mr. Sloan. 
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education on a more popular system.| whereby the national school teachers 


| might have redress against the managers 
He thought that, so| 
far as Belfast was concerned, if the local | 


in regard to the charges brought against 
them. He trusted that the Chief Secre- 
tary’s reply would not be the annual reply 
to which they were accustomed, but that 
they would get something more than they 
had ever got before, which would tend to 
the progress of education in Ireland and 
merit the goodwill of all persons con- 
cerned. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said they 
had been discussing that day perhaps 
the most important of Irish questions, 
It lay at the root of almost everything 
in Ireland, and yet he felt that they 
had been beating the air and wasting 
time. He said that because the National 
Board of Education in Ireland was so 
constituted that that House had absolutely 
no power or authority over it. It was 
established by charter. The Chief 
Secretary had no power to demand any- 
thing fromit. The right hon. Gentleman 
might send a Question to be answered, 
and the Board could withhold the Answer 
if it chose. They were deaiing with an 
institution which had done good work in 
bygone days, but was now completely 
out of date. What was the use of their 
sitting there and talking about education 
when those in charge of it, who were 
spending the money voted by the House, 
were not morally or legally bound to take 
the slightest notice of anything they did 
in the House? There was another 
reason why it was useless to debate edu- 
cation in that House. What did they do 
last year? The House of Commons was 
so conscious of the mischief of this system 
that it took the extraordinary step of de- 


| ducting £100 from the Vote, which was 


the only condemnation the House could 
pronounce upon it. What happened? He 
did not know whether anybody was a 
penny the worse or not. He did 
not know whether the Chief Secretary 
made it up out of his salary or not. 
That was very unlikely. 


He had listened to the hon. Member for 
South Belfast with interest. If this 
were a question of land they would see the 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh in his place. He was _ the 
Leader of what was called the Unionist 
Party in Ulster. They had a right to 
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have his advice and assistance in a matter 
like this. But where was he that night? If 
it was a matter of the Irish landlords or the 
Irish land system he would be in his place | 
hurling defiance at those benches. There | 
were only two members of the Ulster | 
Unionist Party in the House now, when | 
they were discussing a question of the | 
most momentous importance to the people 
of Ireland. He hoped that fact would be | 
noted by the Belfast newspapers. He did 
not suppose it would be noted by those 
newspapers, but it was a fact, and a very | 
significant fact. When they reduced the 
Vote by £100 last year nothing came of it. | 
They were not likely to repeat that to- 
night. The gentlemen of England would 
take care of that. They had got one fright 
and they would not be found wanting on 
that occasion. But any way, they did the 
only thing that was possible for them to 
do to show their condemnation of this 
system, If the Motion of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo were carried the 
Board would go on as gaily as before, 
doing as they liked. All that the 
House had to do was to vote the 
money which they spent perhaps in 
the worst possible way. 





The whole education system in Ireland 
was a sham, There were thousands of 
Irish children being taught in schools 
which hon. Gentlemen opposite would not 
use for their spaniels. They were not fitted 
to be used as schools, but the managers 
could not get a penny from the Board to 
putanend to that shameful state of affairs. 
The whole system was rotten from top to 
bottom. Heagreed with the hon. Member 
for Belfast that the local authorities ought 
to have some say in this matter—he did 
not care whether it was in the North or 
the South; they should havea legitimate 
position in those matters. There was 
not at present a particle of the repre- 
sentative character about it which there 
ought tobe. Atall events, they were now 
only beating the air. If the Motion of 
the hon. Member for Mayo were carried 
—which it would not be—the National 
Board of Education would take no 
notice of it: the Government would take 
ho notice of it. They would go on as 
they had gone on _ before—destroying 
every chance which the Irish child had 
of being educated. 





*CotoneEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) 
said that he agreed with much that 
had been said by the hon. Member 
for Belfast and the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, but he wished to point 
out that an indirect attack had been 
made on the managerial system of 


‘education in Ireland. Now, he wanted 


the Committee to understand that the 
whole character of education in Ireland 
depended on the managerial system, 
and that they could not without danger 
risk a change of that system. He had 
been for many years a school manager 
himself, and he understood the question. 


| As to the so-called confidential reports 


which were sent to the Board, he did not 
think they were the formidable documents 
which the hon. Member for Belfast made 
them out to be. These were a printed 
form which dealt with many subjects. 
One of these subjects was the character 
of the school teachers, It had been said 
that the teachers would have no security 
about those reports ; but he should have 
thought that they were an advantage 
rather than otherwise to the teachers. 


Mr. SLOAN said that his argument 
was that confidential circulars were 
sent to the Board, making charges 
against teachers without the teachers 
having an opportunity of replying to 
those charges. 


*CoLoneL NOLAN repeated that his 
experience was that the reports were 
only sent up on printed forms on 
which the manager marked ‘ Good ” 
or “Bad.” It must be recollected 
that the national system was originally 
instituted as a proselytising agency 
by Protestant managers, especially in 
the West of Ireland, and that one 
result of it was that the great Dr. 
MacHule, then Archbishop of Tuam, 
shut up the whole of the schools in 
his diocese and would have nothing to 
do with the system. But,as at present 
worked, the system, on the whole, was 
a tolerable system ; and it would not do 
to have an immediate total change. 
Besides, he did not think they could get 
a sufficient number of Catholic squires 
and laymen to manage all the schools. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone 
spoke in favour of some system of 


‘ocal representative management. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that all he | 
had advocated was that the local authori- | 
ties should be recognised. 
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who were not rich men, to carry out im- 
provements ; but the managers did not 
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like to bleed the parish for that purpose. 


| In some cases the proposed improvements 


*CoLonEL NOLAN said he was very 
glad to have got that qualification from 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone ; but 
his contention was that, on the whole, 
the present managers had worked well. 
People were not going to vote money for 
schools if they had not some control over 
the schools. The present managerial 
system had, he insisted, worked well on 
the whole, and it was suited to the wants 
of Ireland. Inthe large majority of cases 


the clerical managers of the schools had | 


proved efficient. He agreed with the 
hon. Member for Belfast that they were 
all shocked at the way the schoolmasters 
and schoolmistresses had been treated 
by the Treasury, and the Chief Secretary 
should see that these deserving public 
servants were treated as well as the 
schoolmasters and schoolmistresses of 
Scotland and England were. 


As to Rule 127 (b), he did not 
think that English Members under- 
stood what was being done under that 
rule. As a general rule, in Ireland boys 
and girls were separated ; but under Rule 
127 (b) the balance was changed and all 
children between three and eight years 
of age were put into girls’ schools. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that that 
change was made for the sake of the 
children; but the schoolmasters and. 
schoolmistresses in Ireland were paid 
chiefly by the number attending the 
school, and when there was a transfer 
of boys made to a girls’ school that 
interfered with the prospects of the 
schoolmaster. He understood that a 
promise had been made that no school- 
master or schoolmistress should suffer 
from the change, but that change ruined 
their prospects of promotion, which was 
practically a breach of faith with the 
schoolmasters. ‘This was a point to which 
the Chief Secretary might be fairly 
called upon to give some attention. 
If schoolmasters were put permanently | 
in a small school, with no chance of 
promotion, they stagnated. As to schoo! 
buildings, the inspectors had marched 
with the times and insisted that the 
children should have more room and | 
more air, and called upon the managers, | 


were fads; and he suggested that where 
a certain amount of money had been 
spent on enlargement or improvement 
of the schools the Government should 
contribute a proportion of the ex- 
penditure, the past expenditure of the 
managers being taken into account. 
Some now thought the carrying of 
sods of turf for fuel a_ great 
hardship. In old times it was not so 
bad, but now the children were a little 
better clothed, and they did not like it. 
He thought it would not be fair to ask 
the managers to provide fuel, but he 
considered a fuel allowance—£2_ per 
school would go a long way—might be 
made, and he hoped the Chief Secretary, 
as a good administrator, would look 
into the question and see if some such 
allowance could not be made. He hoped 
that before the end of the year they 
might have some better rule than Rule 
127 (b). 





Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL | said 
that the only possible solution for an 
effective and useful change was Home 
Rule. On that side of the House they 
were all agreed that education was a 
most important and vital question, and 
if it were to be carried on for many years 
longer in the same unbusinesslike manner 
in which it had been carried on for the 
past seventy years, the country was 
bound to suffer most severely. The 
education of the country was entrusted 
to some twenty men sitting at Dublin. 
They had been described in very effective 
and eloquent terms by the hon. Member 
for North Louth, who had shown the 
House how the country suffered from 
their work. He asked that if they were 
to continue to live under the National 
Board, the Press should be allowed to 
attend its meetings, this being one of 
the best ways of letting the country 
know what they were doing. He 
trusted the Chief Secretary would take 
seriously into consideration that reason- 
able and just demand. 


The question of the payment of 
teachers in’ order to get good men 
was a very important one, In_ the 
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last Estimates England was _ voted 
a sum of £12,500,000 for education, 
Scotland £1,817,000, and Ireland 
£1,391,000. In England and Scotland. 
where education had been conducted 
certainly on very much better lines 
than in Ireland, there were increases of 
£416,000 and £63,000 respectively, but 
in Ireland, where education was ad- 
mittedly starved by the Treasury, 
there was a decrease of £1,900, even 
in the face of the reports submitted 
by the inspectors and by the English 
gentleman, Mr. Dale, who said that the 
teachers were badly paid, and that the 
schools were a disgrace to civilisation. 
That was a scandal and a thing which 
ought to be remedied. It had been said 
in previous debates that England and 
Scotland did not get more proportion- 
ately from the State for education than 
Ireland, and that England and Scotland 
contributed towards education from 
the rates. The first statement was in- 
accurate. England and Scotland got 
considerably more for primary and ever 
so much more for secondary and Uni- 
versity education than Ireland. The 
average amount voted from the State 
per head of population for primary educa- 
tion in England was 8s., in Scotland a 
little over 8s., and in Ireland only 6s. 
Those were facts which could not be 
denied. ‘Lhey could not get away from 
the fact that Ireland was getting from 
the Imperial taxes a smaller amount for 
primary education than she was entitled 
to. If she were to get her proportion 
per head of population—the only logical 
and just basis—she would get £1,800,000 
instead of £1,390,000. On that score 
alone, and apart altogether from tne 
equivalent grant, Ireland was denied 
£400,000 per annum for primary educa- 
tion, Then, when they asked for more 
money to improve their schools, and to 
give decent salaries to their teachers, they 
were told they must contribute out of 
their rates, and that they were already 
getting more out of the State than 
England and Scotland. That was false, 
and it was treating Ireland in a manner 
shabby and mean. 


Not only was the amount they got 
proportionately lower than was given 
to England and Scotland, but the 
administration was at least twice as 
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expensive as in England and Scotland, 
being about 3 per cent. in England, 
2} per cent. in Scotlind, and 53 per 
cent. in Ireland of the respective 
grants, thus showing that the National 
Board, however bad it was, was twice as 
competent to spend money in adminis- 
tration as the English and Scotch Boards. 
What salaries were the Irish teachers 
getting? The best educated men of 
the country were being enticed, induced, 
and coaxed to come within the service 
of the National Board, which offered 
them the magnificent starting salary of 
£56 a year. Could it be imagined that 
the men entrusted with a great work, 
fraught with so much importance to 
the welfare of the country, and upon 
which depended the future progress of 
the children of the nation, were to begin 
with the miserable and wretched salary 
of a little over £1 per week? It was a 
shame to expect men to come to the 
service with such miserable inducements, 
and it was equally a shame to expect 
that good men would remain init. There 
was no field for their energy and no cer- 
tainty as to what might occur to them in 
after years. 


He complained of the manner in 
which the teachers had been treated 
in regard to their pensions. The 
Treasury suddenly found out that the 
fund was bankrupt, that the pensions 
promised must be reduced from £88 to 
£60 a year, and that the teachers’ 
contributions must be trebled. How 
was it to be expected, with the 
miserable salaries given, with the 
uncertainty increasing every year, and 
with the pensions reduced, that the 
proper class of men would enter the 
service or remain in it if they did enter ? 
It was absolutely impossible. In Eng- 
land and Scotland it was found ad- 
vantageous to give twice as much salary 
to the teachers as was given in Ireland. 
They demanded—and before long he 
thought they might insist upon it—a 
salary for the Irish teacher equal to that 
given to the English and Scotch teacher. 
He was as well trained for his work, and 
he was performing the same service 
for his nation. The question of pensions 
was one vitally connected with the ques- 
tion of salaries, and he wished to ask 
the Chief Secretary one or two Questions. 
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In 1900 the old system of education was 
changed and a broad new system sub- 
stituted. The old teachers were re- 
garded as not being up to date. In 
every other branch of the Civil Service, 
if, for the benefit of the nation, a change 
were found necessary, a man, often of 
ten, twenty, or twenty-five years service, 
would not be suddenly discarded without 
consideration, but when it was found 
that a change in the educational system 
was necessary, the national teacher was 
declared inefficient, cast aside, and dis- 
missed without a pension. It was a shame 
and a scandal that men who had been in 
the service for thirty years should be dis- 
missed in order that new men could be 
taken on at half the salary. Rule 127 
(b) particularly affected the teachers in 
this way. One effect of the rule must 
be to lessen the number of teachers, and 
another would be to replace male by 
female teachers, with the result that the 
work would be less efficient. He, there- 
fore, wished to ask the Chief Secretary 
whether he could definitely state that 
under this scheme no teacher at present 
in the service should suffer loss in his 
salary and that no teacher who was 
degraded to the position of an assistant 
should suffer any loss on his pension 
rights. Those were Questions to which, 
up to the present, they had been unable 
to obtain a definite reply. 


In the Report of the Commissioners 
of National Education it stated that 
in the first standard in the national 
schools of Ireland there were 45 per 
cent. of the whole of the children 
attending the schools, whilst the first 
three standards contained 71 per cent. 
of the children attending the schools. 
That meant that the education given 
at the present time to 71 per cent. of 
the children of Ireland was of the most 
meagre description, and that a radical 
change must be made if there was to 
be any improvement in Irish education. 
He was proud to recognise that the Com- 
missioners had stated that they had 
made demands on the Treasury for the 
building of schools and for setting up 
higher-grade schools. If Treland had a 
proper system of education passing from 
the national through the higher-grade 
schools to the University, andit they could 
persuade those who had pissed through 
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the Universities to come back and give 
the benefit of the training they had 
received to the children of the peasants, 
there was no people who would more 
quickly benefit than the Irish. Higher. 
grade schools should be established all 
over the country, because there were 
thousands and thousands of young Irish 
boys whose minds were starved and who 
were denicd opportunities of bettering 
their condition because their education 
had commenced and ended in the national 
schools. Were a system of higher-grade 
schools established they would soon show 
in commercial, industrial, and other 
walks of life that they were at 
least the equals of those who governed 
their country against their will. 


Coming to the most important put of 
the question, namely, the influence which 
the teaching of the Irish language had had 
in arousing greater interest in the work of 
Trish education, he took leave to point out 
that while the Commissioners acknow- 
ledged the beneficial effect of teaching 
the national language in the schools, 
they were told by one of the Comnus- 
sioners that next year, in 1906, the one 
subject which had stirred the whole life 
of Ireland and had engendered this 
greatly increased interest in the education 
of the country was to be abandoned 
by the Treasury and that no more money 
would be given for its teaching. Was 
it conceivable that now, when Ireland 
was making a start and had found the 
means of making up for the drawbacks 
of the National Board and improving 
‘the education of the country, the 
Treasury were going to block their 
efforts and were going to refuse the 
miserable sum which was given for teach- 
ing the Irish language. He could assure 
whoever was responsible for such a 
| thing that if the Treasury insisted upon 
| withdrawing the money at present given 
| for that purpose they would raise such a 
storm about their ears that they would 
be prevented trom carrying their in- 
tentions into effect. In Ireland they 
had training colleges supposed to train 
teachers to educate the children. The 
people of Ireland had emphatically de- 
clared by every form open to them that 
they desired to have the national lan- 
guage of the country taught to their 
children, yet in the face of that fact 
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the Treasury had done nothing to compel | 


these training colleges to train the 
teachers in the Irish language. 
appealed to the Chief Secretary, and 
through him to Dr. Starkie, to meet 
the unanimous demand of the Irish 
people by insisting in future that 
no young man or woman should 
b> allowed to remain in a training col- 
lege without being taught the Irish 
language, and that they should not be al- 
lowed to teach in the schools until they 
had acquired a knowledge of the national 
tongue. The Irish people had a right 
to insist that their own language should 
be taught in the schools; they were ¢ 
bi-lingual people, and he hoped that 
something would be done in this matter 
to meet the wishes of the people. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
expressed the opinion, after a close exam- 
ination of the systems in vogue, that the 
Irish educational system was fifty years 
behind that of England and Wales, and 
150 years behind that of Scotland. That 
was entirely due to the superimposition 
of a system from outside ; superimposed 
by ignorance, with the result that a 
people loving education were driven 
to the necessity of detesting the means 
by which it was offered to them. As a 
result a great crime had been committed 
against the people of Ireland, and this 
country had been robbed of the services 
of a brilliant and intellectual people. 
The cost of the official administration of 
Ireland was £120,000 a year; that of 
Scotland, with an infinitely better system, 
was £60,000 a year. In England and 
Wales for every 20s. raised for education 
Js. went in official administration ; in 
Scotland 3s. 10d., but in Ireland out of 
every 20s. paid for education 6s. 6d. 
went in official administration, and a 
very bad administration it was. 
Intermediate Board consisted of twelve 
Commissioners, two assistant Commis- 
sioners, and a host of paid officials, and 
they encouraged education in Ireland 
simply by paying result fees on examina- 
tions. That was a thoroughly rotten 
system of administering any 
education. Last year this egregious | 
institution spent £98,550, of which £6,633 | 
went in permanent salaries, temporary 
inspectors’ remuneration, and locomotive 
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expenses, and £10,843 in examiners’ 
remuneration, examination superintend- 
ence, and locomotive expenses. The 
Board simply examined 7,909 pupils, 
without educating or assisting them in 
any way, at a cost of £2 4s 2d. per head, 
whereas the whole education of a child 
in the popular schools of Ireland cost only 
£2 7s. 6d. Then the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
had an income of £350,000 a year, and, 
as described to him by a witty Irishman, 
its whole function was to teach hens how 
to lay eggs. These were the central 
Departments which had to deal with 
education. 


How were the teachers treated 
in Ireland as compared with the rest of 
the United Kingdom? The average 
salary, from all sources, of certificated 
headmasters in public elementary schools 
in Scotland was £176 4s. 3d., in England 
and Wales £151 9s. lld., and in Ireland 
£105 4s. 9d. As to assistant masters, 
the average salary last year in Scotland 
was £120 Lls. 8d., in England and Wales 
£110 5s. Id., and in Ireland £75 15s. 10d. 
To put it in another way, where an Irish 
headmaster received 20s., an English 
headmaster received 30s., and a Scotch 
headmaster 35s., while even an assistant 
teacher in England received 24s. against 
an Irish headmaster’s 20s. With regard 
| to superannuation, he knew of no more 

scandalous piece of maladministration 

or more scandalous breach of faith than 

was involved in the revision of the 

pension scheme. That scheme was set up 

by diverting £1,300,000 from the Irish 

Church surplus, and an Act of Parliament 

was passed, the schedule of which laid 
'it down on the faith of the British 
Government that the teachers should 
receive certain benefits. The system 
was in operation until 1897, when a 
mysterious Departmental Committee 
came to the extraordinary conclusion 
that the scheme was in a financially 
unsound condition, though where the 
money had gone Heaven only knew. 
Then, without any consultation of Parlia- 
ment, a new set of rules was put into 
operation, the premiums were trebled, 
the benefits reduced, and the teacher 
, compelled to adhere to the new scheme. 
That was a monstrous injustice, and he 
_ believed it was absolutely illegal, an 
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opinion which, when briefed by the Irish | 


t:achers, the Irish Solicitor-General also 


held, though he was not of the same | 
‘the training of the Solicitor-General 


opinion now. 


Tue SOLICITOR - GENERAL 
IRELAND (Mr. James Camppets., Dub- 
lin University): I have not said so. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was sur- 
prised Irish teachers took it so quietly. 


If he had paid premiums for twenty years | 
in order to secure certain benefits under | 
an Act of Parliament, he would have had | 


those benefits or known the reason why. 


He did not think the House at all under- | 


stood what was being perpetrated when 
the scheme was revolutionised. The 
premium was trebled, gratuities were 
abolished, the retiring age was increased 
by five years, and the maximum pensions 
obtainable were reduced, in the case of 
men, from £88 to £60, and, in the case 
of women, from £63 to £47. When 


the subject was discussed on April 11th | 
last, he expressed the view that these 


alterations were illegal, and the Financial 


Secretary of the Treasury then said that | 


the rules were framed in 1897 in accord- 
ance with the recommendation 
Departmental Committee, and had _ re- 
mained in force until the present time, 
though he candidly admitted there had 
been cases of hardship. Then, prompted 
by the Solicitor-General, he said— 

“Tt is only fair to point out that the teachers 
who were in the service on January Ist, 1898, 
had the option of remaining under the old 
rules or of coming under the new rules.” 

If that had been true all the teachers 
would have remained under the old rules 
because they were much more favourable, 
but, as he himself pointed out to the 
Financial Secretary, 
compelled to accept the new rules. 
The Solicitor-General himself stated 

The hon. Member for Camberwell made 
a complete mistake in supposing that these 
rules of 1897 deprived existing teachers of any 
right whatever in respect of their pensions.” 

That was wrong, and the Solicitor- 
General ought to have known it. It was 
true that teachers who had reached the 
first class retained the right to get the £88 
maximum, but what about those teachers 


who were second of the first class, second | 


class, and third class, who previously | 
had a prospective right to the £88 maxi- 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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FOR. 


| was a serious charge. 


| that 


of a. 
did take away the prospective right to 


| missioners, 
ito go to fairs or to political meetings— 

the teachers were | 6 i ; any 

although a few years ago Lord London- 


| shall have done at their 





240 


mum? The alteration in the rules 
robbed them of that right ; and he was 
surprised that a legal gentleman with 


should have endeavoured so seriously 
to mislead the House. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said that 
On the occasion 
referred to the hon. Member asserted 
all existing rights in all classes of 
teachers had been summarily interfered 
with. He then rose to correct that 
misrepresentation, and to say that the 
rights of the class he named had not 
been interfered with, and the hon. Member 
had to admit that he was right. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said his recollec- 
tion was not the same as the Solicitor- 
General’s, but he would not pursue the 
point. He was not now referring to any 
interruption, but to the body of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s speech 
where he said the rules did not deprive 
existing teachers of any right what- 
ever. They did, and the Solicitor-General 
knew it. It was true that they did not 
take away any right from a teacher who 
was then first in the first class, but they 


the £88 maximum from teachers who 
had a reasonable expectation of arriving 
at that stage. 


| But this was not merely a ques- 
tion of salaries or pensions. The 


whole treatment of Irish teachers was 
absolutely wrong, and willing service, 
which was the only thing worth having, 
would never be obtained under such 
a system. Under the rules of the Com- 
teachers were not allowed 


derry made a violent political speech at 
a teachers’ banquet, and if the teachers 
had acted according to the rules they 


'would have repudiated the Lord Presi- 


dent, in which case they would pro- 
bably have been dismissed. Then they 


| were expected to provide at their own 


expense prizes and treats for the pupils, 


‘and to make good wear and tear of 


buildings. With regard to schoo] build- 
ings—- 

“The Commissioners expect that all teachers 
own expense the 
following, viz. :—Lime-washing, cleaning and 


“m2 + 
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repairing glass ; cleaning privies and ash-pits ; | 
gravelling yards and walks, and keeping surface | 
channels in order ; sweeping chimneys ; making | 
good any damage arising from carelessness or | 
neglect ; maintaining fences and gates, except 

damages from lapse of time; and, in cases of 

residences built by grants for teachers of 

national schools vested in the Board of National 

Education or in trustees, the Commissioners 

will inflict such penalty as they may deem 

adequate if the teacher fails to fulfil these 

conditions.” 


In fact, on nearly every page of these 
rules there appeared the words— 


“The Commissioners will inflict such penal- 
ties as they may deem adequate.” 

One alteration he was very glad to see. 
In the old edition of the rule it was 
provided that— 

“The national teachers shall be persons 
of Christian sentiment, of calm temper and 
discretion, and imbued with a spirit of peace; 
they must show obedience to the law and 
loyalty to their Sovereign.” 

What distressed him was that this rule 
had now completely disappeared, with | 
the exception of the words, “ they must 
show obedience to the law and loyalty 
to their Sovereign.” Therefore they did 
not now need to be persons of Christian 
sentiment, calm temper, or discretion, | 
for all that had gone, and he did not 
wonder at it. No doubt the Chief Secre- 
tary said to himself, “ It cannot be done 
at the price.” He hoped that the Chief 
Secretary, who could bring to bear upon 
this question real practical experience 
as to what was being done for the English, 
Scotch, and Welsh child, would contrast 
that experience with what was being 
done for the Irish child. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
congratulated the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell upon his speech. Of the eight 
speakers who had addressed the House 
upon this question not one of them had 
said a good word for the system under | 
which the school teachers of Treland 
were maintained by the Government, 
and they all united in one common 
chorus of condemnation of the system. 
The present system was making the 
life of the Irish school teacher intolerable. 
He really believed that the Government | 
were afraid to intellectually equip the 
Irish people. The teaching of the Irish 
language was ‘discouraged in order to 
lessen the enthusiasm of the people for it. | 
The whole system of education embodied | 
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in the rules was calculated to depress 
and degrade the teaching class, destroy 
individuality, disturb independence, and 
to work detrimentally to the education 
and culture of the children. There were 
many illiterates in his constituency, 
but they had been rendered illiterate by 
the English Government, who were afraid 
of cultivating their intellects, and he 
would sooner represent them than the 
selfishness of Trinity College. Did the 
Chief Secretary realise his position ? 
Three months ago he knew nothing about 
Irish education, and what he knew now 
was only in consequence of the “ coach- 
ing” he had received from Irish officials. 
The right hon. Gentleman was simply 
the mouthpiece of a system which kept 
Irish education depressed and which 
degraded Irish teachers. The Chief 
Secretary appeared before them as the 
most discredited member of a discredited 
Government. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“No, no!” ] It was against him upon an 
Irish subject that the Government were 
defeated. The policy pursued by the 
Government was a fraud upon all Parlia- 
mentary institutions. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.) said the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell had 
shown how the Irish teacher had been 
treated in regard to his salary. The 
National Board did not appear alive to 
the danger the teachers of Ireland would 
undergo if these new rules were brought 
into effect. Did the Treasury intend to 
effect some economy by this new rule ? 
At the present time he was more con- 
cerned with the question of the teachers’ 
salaries, and he thought it due to the 
House and the country that the action 
of the Treasury should be made clear. 
Only that day a Paper had been circulated 
by the Treasury asking the House of 
Commons to vote £100,000) more for 
higher education in Kngland. With re- 
gard to the teaching of the Irish language 
it had already been pointed out that the 
training colleges of Ireland offered no 
facilities for the training of teachers in 
one of the most important educational 
movements now going on in Ireland, 
namely, the teaching of the Irish language. 
The Irish people, out of their own funds, 
had elected to provide what ought to be 
provided by the national training 
colleges. Two voluntary training colleges 
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had been started which were attended by | fault with the system of national edu- 
sixty or seventy teachersfrom the national | cation in Ireland, there had been very 
schools, so that under the present system | few practical suggestions of remedy, 
Irish teachers were obliged to go to volun- | The suggestions that had been made had 
tary institutions to obtain facilities for | invariably encountered very vigorous 
learning the language of theirowncountry. | opposition in other parts of the House, 
He asked the Chief Secretary to secure | In the earlier stages of the debate he 
for the national teachers attending those | heard that there was a feeling in support 
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schools the right to stay for the whole 
six weeks course without having to 
provide a substitute at their own expense. 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON 
N.) sympathised with a great deal that 
had been said by Nationalist Members as 
to the deplorable state of education in 
Ireland. The most valuable asset of any 
nation was the brains of its people, and 


(Armagh, | 


of some system of local control; and 
the right hon. and gallant Member for 
North Armagh had dealt with the question 
| of absolute power of managers over their 
teachers. He thought anybody who had 
looked even superficially at the question 
would realise that an attempt to alter 
that part of the national education in 
Treland would be to provoke very wide 
and deep-seated controversy and would 





he believed that in intelligence the Irish | be very unlikely to be successful, Changes 
nation came short of no nation in the | which involved such controversy as to 
world, Allthey wanted, inorder to keep | be at present impossible, could hardly 


their place in the race that all the nations 
were engaged in, was fair play, and the 
national system of education as it now 
existed did not give fair play to the 
Irish people. The teachers ought to be 
given the independence which they asked 


for and better pay, and it would be the | 


cheapest money ever in the 


country. 


spent 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 8.) 
said it was quite unnecessary for one or 
two hon. Gentlemen opposite to suggest 


as they did, that he had taken no interest | 


in the work of Irish education. He 
desired to say in his own defence that 
there was no subject in which he took a 
deeper interest and no work which 
would be more congenial to him and in 
which he should be so glad to labour 
successfully than that of the improve- 
ment of the general system of education 
in Ireland. But the question was ex- 


tremely difficult and complicated—one | 


of the most difficult they could be called 
upon to consider. It was, therefore, 
unnecessary to make it worse by 
personal charges and statements about 
the Minister who happened at the 
moment to be responsible. 


He thought the first conviction forced 
on the mind of anybody who had 


be regarded as practicable, or, if adopted, 
as likely to effect the desired reform, 
As far as he was concerned, the greater 
part of the indictment delivered that day 
was concerned with that period of 
the educational year during which he 
had no direct knowledge of what was 
| going on; but he was bound to say that 
he had found no indication in the 
numerous conversations he had had with 
the Resident Commissioner and other 
members of the National Board to 
support the charge that the Board had 
proceeded with disregard for Irish edu- 
cation, and with a desire to scamp and to 
starveit. Onthe contrary, though their 
methods might not have met with the 
results they all desired, it was owing 
very largely, he thought, to the difficulties 
with which they had to deal rather than 
| with weakness or bad policy on their 
part. 





There had been a variety of charges 
made against the National Board, but 
'they had chiefly centred round four 
‘great questions, viz., the teachers and 
| their salaries, the building and improve- 
| ment of schools, Rule 127 (b), and the 
development grant. With regard to the 
| question of the salaries of teachers, the 
| figures he had been supplied with practi- 
'cally agreed with those of the hon. 
| Member for Camberwell, who, however, 





listened to the debate had been that, | ought to have remembered that the 

whilst everybody had been prepared to| salaries had to some extent to b? 

criticise the National Board and to find} measured by the numbers the teachers 
Mr. Boland. 
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had to teach. The average salary of a 
headmaster in Ireland was about £100, 
in Scotland £178, and in England £159, 
put in Ireland these teachers were 
only called upon to teach fifty-five 
children, whereas in Scotland they were 
called upon to teach, on the average, 200, 
and in England, on the average, 250. He 
was not saying that the salaries were 
sufficient, because he wes one of those 
who had always believed that the 
labourer was worthy of his hire, and if 
they wanted to get good men they mu.t 
pay them sufficient salaries. But, in this 
branch of their work the National Board 
was justified, when a comparison was 
made in favour of Scotland and England, 
in taking into account the numbers that 
the teachers were called upon to teach. 
This difference in the comparison must 
be an element in considering what the 
salaries should be. 


As to the position of the teachers and 
the effect of the change on their pensions, 


he stated that the effect of the change | 


brought into force in 1900, by which 


payment by results was abolished and | 


a fixed scale of salaries substituted, 
had been confused with the ultimate 
effects of the application of Rule 127 (b) 
and the consequent alteration in teaching. 


Mr. DILLON: No, no! 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that there 
had been some confusion, and so far as 
he was informed, he believed that in all 
probability no teacher now in the service 
of the Board would sufier under the 
existing regulations. 


Mr. DILLON: You are speaking now 
of the change from payment by results 
to graded salaries. I challenge that; 
and I gave cases in which they do suffer. 


Mra. WALTER LONG said that there 
might be some cases where it was 
impossible to prevent some hardship, 
but he believed that as a general rule 
there would be no such hardship. Per- 
haps the hon. Gentleman was confusing 
the issue with promotion. That was a 
different question, 


Mr. DILLON: Will no teacher 
suffer in regard to pension rights ? 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 


National Board were now in communica- 
tion with the Treasury, making sug- 
gestions towards the preservation of the 
pension rights of the teachers. Many of 
the allegations made against the Treasury 
by the hon. Member for Louth were un- 
founded. The hon. Member had said that 
because the Department was in negotia- 
tion with the Treasury on the pension 
question it was bound to be swindled. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: Hear, hear! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That was not 
a correct phrase to apply to the Treasury 
in the exercise of its rights as guardian 
of the public purse. At all events, he 
could show that in one material respect 
the Treasury had not behaved as the 
hon. Member suggested, but that it had 
met claims fairly and squarely. 





Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
| Do I understand that no existing teacher 
will suffer from the operation of Rule 
127 (b). 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that he 
was speaking of salaries. But reference 
had been made to the Departmental 
|Committee which sat in 1902 on the 
question of school buildings. The grants 
from the Imperial Exchequer for build- 
ing purposes in England had long ago 
ceased, and the ‘Treasury proposed, 
several years back, to give £100,000 
towards school buildings in Ireland. 
The Department had approached the 
Treasury on that subject and, so far{from 
desiring to swindle the Irish Government, 
it had made an increased grant of 
| £140,600, while the Irish Government 
| had met that proposal by a supplemental 
‘grant out of the development grant to 
the extent of £70,000. 





Mr. DILLON: fs that to take the 
place of the annual grant ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 
Treasury had given the grant to run for 
a certain period of years, 


Mr. DILLON: Is it additional to the 
| annual! grants given for many years ? 














247 Civil Serviecs and Reventle 

CoLtonEL NOLAN: Is it to be a free 
gift or is it money advanced by way of 
loan 2? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 
contribution was made by the Treasury 
in aid of school buildings in Ireland to 
run during a period of years, and the 
money would be available for the purpose 
of building new schools and rebuilding 
and improving existing buildings. 


Mr. DILLON said they ought to be 
clear on the subject. This Committee on 
the building question sat three years ago. 
In the Report of the Commissioners com- 
plaint was made that they could get no 
information as to what the result of the 
inquiry had been. The Irish Members 
wanted to know what the proposal of the 
Chief Secretary was, Were they to 
understand that this grant was a final 
grant or a grant to take the place of the 
regular annual grant which used to be 
given towards the building of Irish 
schools? Were the Government now 
going to offer this grant as a substitute 
for the old grant and to throw over a 
large portion of the charge on the develop- 
ment grant? If that was true then a 
more grotesque and outrageous swindle 
had never been perpetrated. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that if the 
Exchequer made a contribution to the 
Irish schools in respcet of buildings which 
it did not give to the schools in the 
United Kingdom, surely hon. Members 
were not justified in preferring a charge 
of swindling when in reality an effort was 
being made to help. He appealed to the 
Committee to say what chance anyone 
had to give satisfaction when money was 
applied to Irish educational purposes 
and hon, Members turned round and de- 
nounced the Government. It was 
hopelessly unreasonable. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon, Gentle- 
man has not yet answered my Question. 
Ts this an additional new grant or is it 
by way of substitution for the old annual 
grant 2? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is a sub- 
stituted grant, certainly, for this particu- 
lar purpose of buildings 


{ COMMONS} 
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Mr, DILLON: It is a gross and out- 
rageous statement, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The position 
is this: there has heretofore been an 
annual grant of varying amount. That 
grant will be continued until the expendi- 
ture of £140,000 plus £70,000 has been 
reached. 
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Mr. DILLON: But is the £30,000 
annual grant to be continued and th: 
£110,000 to be added to it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: To the extent 
T have stated. He was glad to find that 
this was only a misunderstanding. He 
might at this stage deal with another 
point of finance raised by the hon. Mem. 
ber for South Belfast. He had asked 
the other day whether the grant of 
£28,000 was included in the £50,000, 
That was not so, 


Passing from this point he de- 
clared that no representations had 
been made to him that the teachers 
in Ireland had suffered in the way 
described by hon, Gentlemen opposite— 
that they were being driven out of the 
profession and that they were not 
getting the right class of applicant. But 
there was no doubt that there had been 
distinct discouragement felt amongst 
them, He thought, however, that that was 
not due so much to the amount of salary 
paid as to the slowness of promotion, 
The National Board were in com- 
munication with the Treasury trying to 
evolve a system under which that 
difficulty of promotion would be lessened. 
He had dealt with the question of 
buildings, and he did not hesitate to say 
that no money could be better spent or 
was more seriously needed than that 
which it was proposed to spend upon 
the improvement of school buildings. 
Several other {suggestions had _ been 
made in regard to buildings. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Galway suggestcd 
that the State should deal with the 
question fairly. and another suggestion 
was that some system should be devised 
by which children in widely scattered 
districts should be brought to school in 
conveyances so that they could arrive at 
school dry instead of in the unfortunate 
condition in which they now sometimes 
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came. These were all practical sugges- 
tions of a minor character which would 
be considered by the National Board of 


Education for Ireland and by the Irish | 


Government, 


With regard to the adoption 
of Rule 127 (b) they had been told 
that that rule would never work but 
would have to be withdrawn for the 
reason that it would be impossible to 


work it He could not help doubting 
that. He believed that when the reasons 


which led the National Board of Edu- 
cation to adopt the rule and the grounds 
on which it was based were known to 
hon, Gentlemen opposite they would 
be fully accepted by them. It was said 
that this rule was introduced in the 
interests of the Treasury and was 
prompted by motives of economy and 
not for the betterment of education. 


Mr. DILLON: The Treasury said so. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
think the hon, Gentleman could prove 
that by anything which had been said 
by the Treasury or by the National 
Board of Education, It was histori- 
cally impossible also, because the Trea- 
sury letter upcn which so much reliance 
was placed for the contention that this 
rule had its origin in the Treasury did not 
come until several months after the 
National Board had adopted the rule. 
So there was no justification whatever for 
the charge that this rule had its origin in 
motives of economy. As hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would seefrom Mr, Dale’s Report, 
one of the greatest difficulties in connec- 
tion with Irish education was the number 
of small schools. The Report pointed 
out that the proportion of small schools 
to the whole number was much larger in 
Ireland than elsewhere, and, whether 
the question was looked at from the point 
of view of the efficiency of the teaching 
class or the teaching of the children, the 
multiplication of these small schools must 
be detrimental to the best interests of 
education, Rule 127 (b) might be unpopu- 
lar, but whatever its merits or demerits 


might be, it was not founded on economic | 


grounds, but on the ground that it would 


tend to the general improvement of | 


education. After all, what did it do? 


He would take the case ol two schools | 
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| where there were thirty or forty children. 
If those two schools were amalgamated 
they would get instead of a single teacher 
in each school a principal teacher and an 
‘assistant, and they would be able to 
divide the teaching between the two. 
Surely such an arrangement would 
appeal to common sense. By dividing 
the children in that way they were more 
likely to give them a _ permanently 
beneficial education than in adhering to a 
system which entailed the multiplication 
of schools under the single teacher régime. 
He did not venture to lay down whether 
this new rule would be wise or unwise, 
but he thought it would be agreed that 
the Irish National Board had behind 
them a great mass of evidence in justifi- 
cation for the course which they were 
taking. It was almost universally 
acknowledged that the multiplication of 
small schools must tend to deteriorate 
'the character of education, All experi- 
ence showed that where a teacher had to 
deal with a school of all ages the work 
was more laborious; it dissipated the 
energy of the teacher, and in all 
probability the result was far less 
satisfactory. Having that experience, 
and having the Report of Mr. Dale 
before them, the National Board had 
no possible course open to them but to 
adopt some rule of this kind. 


Mr. CLANCY: Does the right hon, 
Gentleman say that no existing teacher 
will suffer from the operation of Rule 


127 (b) 2 
Mr. WALTER LONG replied that 


certainly in the great majority of cases 
there would be no injury to existing 
teachers, because where they had at 
present two teachers in two small schools 
one would become a principal and the 
other an assistant. But while the new 
principal had opened to him a higher 
grade and became the recipient of a 
better salary with a much _ higher 
maXimum, the assistant would retain her 
existing salary and therefore would suffer 
no loss. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
recalled the Chief Secretary’s attention 
to a promise which the right hon. Gentle- 
man made before Whitsuntide that he 
would consult the manazers and even the 
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Bishops upon the effect of the rule, and | 
that he would take care that no teacher 
suffered by the operation of this rule. | 
Had he modified that position or not ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG did not think 
the hon. Gentleman had correctly re- 
ported him. 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR: I am abso- 


lutely correct according to my memory. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I heard 
the statement made. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL asked 


whether, before a final decision was come 
to, the House would have an opportunity 


_ of discussing the matter. 


-Mr. WALTER LONG said he could 
not promise that. ‘Then he hod been 
asked why the development grant should 
not be applied to educational purposes, 
The purposes to which it was now applied 
were approved by all the parties con- 
cerned. It was an agreed policy at 
the time [Cries of ‘ No, no!”’], and if 
it was to be altered now it would in. 


'volve much consideration, and to ask 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that what 
he did say was that all he could do in 
the matter was to communicate with the 
National Board of Education and take 
care that the matter was fully considered, 
In addition to that he had discussed the 
matter certainly with one Bishop and with 
other representative men who were good 
enough to come and seehim on the subject. 
He had represented to the National Board 
—and he believed they fully accepted 
the view he had put forward—that while 
in their judgment the adoption of the 
rule was essential for the improvement 
of the general system of national! educa- 
tion, they should do their utmost so to 
apply it that no injustice should be done 
to any teacher either now or in the 
future. That, he thought, was all that 
could reasonably be asked of the Nation- 
al Board or of the Irish Government, 
since it was obviously very difficult 
to introduce a system abolishing that 
now in existence without running the 
risk of injuring in some way a person 
here or there. He could only repeat 
that he would take advantage of any 
opportunity of discussing the questions 
with the represent: tive gentlemen to 
whom the hon. Member had referred, 
and he had no doubt the National Board 
would do the same. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL asked 
whether a principal teacher who under 
this rule was made an assistant would 
get the pension of a principal or of an 
assistant. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he would 
have to look into that point as it raised 
the whole question of pensions, which 
was not yet finally mr ® 


Mr. John O'Connor. 


devoted solely to 
was making a 


that it should be 
educational purposes 
very large demand. 


Mere. JOHN REDMOND: It was 
nothing of the kind. It was not 
agreed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said there was 
a general agreement between the two 
sides of the House at the time [Cries 
of “No, no!”]. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: There was 
no decision between the two sides at 
all. The Liberal Party took absolutely 
no part in the discussion. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was afraid 
that the information of the hon. and 
learned Member was not strictly accurate 
in respect to the two great Partics in 
the House, though it was no doubt true 
that the Irish Party did not agree. Many 
demands were now being made upon 
the development grant by Irish Mem- 
bers, who expected that the money 
would be spent upon local works in 
their own districts. [NATIONALIST cries of 
“No, no!” and “Name.”] They cers 
tainly did come to him and ask ‘or 
this money and they expected to get 
it. He was not, therefore, describing 
them unfairly when he said that 
many of the Irish Members looked upon 
this money as a fund to be used for 
the development of local industries, and 
if the change was to be made it would 
involve a reconsideration of the whole 
financial system. 


Mr. DILLON: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Irish Party 
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have passed a resolution calling upon | grant of 10s. for the teaching of Irish. 


the Government to devote all the 
balance of the development grant to 
Irish education 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, but I 
am aware that a great many Members 
of the Irish Party have come to me 
aid assured me the development grant 
ought to be spent on industries in their 
districts. 


Mr. DILLON: Of course if the 
{overnment refuses to spend it on edu- 
cation, Members will ask you to spend 
ii in their districts rather than that it 
should be hung up. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will not 
wrangleaboutit. The development orant 
has been used largely for purposes of 


development, and it is impossible to | 


change the svstem at this moment, unless 
the educational finances can be so re- 


arranged as to fill up the gap by provid- | 


ing money for the development of in- 
dustries from other sources. 


Mr. DILLON: 
ing of Irish ? 


What about the teach- 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the National 
Board had decided, not merely with re- 
gard to Irish but all extra subjects, that 
they were prepared to abolish these fees, 
provided the money was given to other 
(ducational purposes, such as manual 
instruction, The money was not with- 
drawn by the Treasury, but it was a 
suggestion of the National Board that if 
this money, amounting to £14,000, coald 
be made applicable to other purposes the 
extra fees should be abolished. 


Mr. DILLON claimed the right to 
reply to the extraordinary and unsatis- 
factory speech of the Chief Secretary, 
He understood that it was the intention 
of the National Board to reverse the 
policy which they had adopted with the 
approval of the Resident Commissioner 
and with the cons:nt of the great 
majority of the Irish people of making a 
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| The extra grant was to be withdrawn and 
_ the teaching of Irish practically abolished 
|in the national schools. He had never 
heard a more absurd or idiotic proposal. 
He was commissioned by the Gaelic 
| League, which had exercised a most 
beneficent influence upon Irish educa- 
tion, to protest against the insufficiency 
| of the encouragement given to the teach- 
ing of the Irish language, and the answer 
| to that protest was an announcement that 
| the small amount of encouragement which 
they had succeeded in wringing from the 
National Board was to be swept away. 
He told the Government they could not 
do it. If they attempted to do it they 
would bring the whole Board about the 
ears of the Government in a very short 
time. He deftiedthe Chief Secretary, By 
Rule 127 (b) and by other steps taken 
by this misguided and unrepresentative 
and irresponsible Board theyhad produced 
confusion in Irish education, and if this 
further retrograde step was taken the 
| whole system would fall into ruin, be:ause 
'the whole population would rise in re- 
bellion against the Board and the stupid 
' English Minister who did not understand 
| the wishes and wants of the Irish people. 
|[NaTIoNALISr cCheers.] He warned the 
| House that they little knew what they 
were doing in supporting a Minister who 
had been defeated and discredited in the 
course of a very brief administration. 
[MrnisrERIAL cries of “‘No” and 
| “Divide.”] They would not divide. The 
| Chief Secretary had practically admitted 
| the whole in lictment brought against the 
‘regulations of 1900 in so far as they 
affected the salaries and prospects of the 
teachers, but he had not said anything as 
to the intentions of the Government to deal 
with the matter. If nothing were done they 
would be left in the position indicated by 
Cardinal Logue. Nobody would become 
a national teacher except the man who 
was intellectually unfitted for any other 


occupation. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 








again this evening. 
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SUPPLY [l6ra Attotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Ciass III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That asum not exceeding £32,416, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1996, for Criminal Prosecutions 
and other Law Charges in Ireland.” 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
said that he recognised to the full the 
limitations under which he laboured 
in rising to move a reduction of this 
Vote, because it was merely a continua- 
tion of the farce to which his hon, 
and learned friend referred yesterday. 


It was a farce to move a reduction 
of an Estimate and find when the 
Motion was carried that either the 


Minister who represented the distinctive 
Office or the Government itself persisted 
in deriding the decision of that House, 
However, he supposed that so long as 
Irish representatives were in that House 
and compelled to take part in its delibera- 
tions they would have to obey its ordin- 
ary Tules. This was the first time that a 
discussion had been taken upon this Vote 
for three years. No doubt there were 
good reasons for not discussing the 
charges for the Irish Law Officers, but 
whatever those reasons might be the 
Irish Parliamentary Party had nothing 
but the most complete and profound 
contempt for the legal administration of 
the hon. and learned Gentlemen opposite. 
No matter how irresistible might be the 
case which Irishmen put against that 
administration or how powerful might be 
their exposition of it, the Ministers 
opposite, who seemed to have lost all 
sense of decency, much less dignity, 
would, if defeated upon it, come to the 


House and say that its vote counted for 
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nothing in the Constitution of the Empire, 
and that the Minister, who sat on the 
Treasury Bench, and who by so doing had 
been guilty of an outrage again‘t all the 
canons of decency would continue in 
office, The Chief Secretary had not yet 
declared what his intention was with 
regard to the office he held; he had not 
stated whether he was prepared to resign 
his office and give up his seals. Members 
of the Opposition were naturally irritated 
and indignant when they found that the 
Government did not resign when beaten in 
a division by a majority of the House, and 
by continuing in office were violating 
4 great constitutional principle. But what 
was tobe said of the individual Minister, 
the mouthpiece of the Irish Government, 
whose policy was the one condemned, who 
still sat on the Treasury Bench and was 
determined to remain there? The right 
hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister had 
justified his retention of power by saying 
that it was necessary that he should 
continue in the interests of the Empire, 
but the Chief Secretary surely would 
never say that his retention of office was 
necessiry for the government of Ireland. 
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THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman must come a little nearer 
to the Vote. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he was 
coming perfectly near to the po:nt, 
not that he felt that he ought 
to obey the rules of the House, 
because he was of an entirely opposite 
opinion if he were to follow the 
lead of the Prime Minister, but because 
of his respect for the Chairman he would 
endeavour to follow the advice tendered. 
He thought this was the time when the 
Committee should have some explanation 
from the Chief Secretary as to why he 
clung like a leech to office and declined 
to submit to the decision of the Com- 
mittee, which denounced his policy, and 
resign. They did not expect honour or 
dignity or anything beyond an ignoble 
clinging to office by right hon. Gentlemen 
on the Treasury Bench; least of all 
did they expect it from the hungry 
gang of lawyers who had _ fattened 
and battened on the impoverish- 
ment of the people of Ireland, and 
who were at the end of their wretched 
existence prepared to pile scandal upon 
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scandal upon their administration of 
justice, a word which had only to be 
mentioned in Ireland to b2 despised. 


The Attorney-General fur Ireland re- 
ceived a salary of £5,000 a year and the 
Solicitor-General £2,000, in addition to 
which each of those Gentlemen last year 
received £500. What had been their 
administrative legal functions 
that period 2 The Attorney-General had 
been guilty of the treason of denouncing 
his colleague in the Administration. 
There was honour among thieves, but 
there was no honour among the Gentlemen 
who guided the fortunes and destinies of 
Ireland. Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
brought over to Ireland at the request of 
the late Chief Secretary, the principles 
upon which he consented to accept office 
being stated in documents in the posses- 
sion of the Chief Secretary, and that legal 
luminary the Attorney-General for Ire- 
land proceeded to denounce Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, the permanent Government 
official in Ireland, the honourable Gentle- 
man’s own Colleague, a man called in 
specially to administer the law as well 
as the affairs of Dublin Castle, until 
loyalty had become a by-word in the 
Administration as it hid been derided in 
the Cabinet from which had been driven 
the most honourable and loyal colleague 
the Administration of Ireland possessed. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney-General went down to his own 
constituency in North Tyrone and de- 
nounced Sir Antony MacDonnell, the 
man who was responsible for the Land 
{et which the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had now to administer. He was 
not there to' defend Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell or to denounce the hon, and 


learned Gentleman for his disloyalty to | 


his colleagues, because they could not 


apply the ordinary moral code to this | 


Government. The spirit of comradeship 
and honour did not exist among Gentle- 
men on the Treasury Bench. 


be nothing worse than a mean Govern- | 


ment except the Irish members of that 
mean Government. 


His main purpose in rising was to 
bring before the House the recent 
instances in Galway, in which the 
tight hon. Gentleman had called into 
Operation once more the operation 
of the Coercion Act, the suspension of 


{25 Juty 1903} 


during | 


There could | 
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which was to be the forerunner of the 
great policy of conciliation, the Land 
| Act, which they accepted in that House 
'and which the Irish people accepted in 
‘the hope that it would end for ever this 
/seemingly insoluble coercion problem in 
that country. They believed that the 
policy of coercion would terminate. 
|Honeyed words and soft phrases were 
used forthe purpose of coaxing them. 
They believed that until the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover 
was driven out of office. Then 
the Chief Secretary was brought into 
the position he now occupied and he went 
to Belfast and endeavoured to show that 
he was no mere weakling like the right 
hon. Member for Dover. He went to the 
city of Belfast under the egis of Lord 
Londonderry, and preached impartial, 
fearless, and honest administration ot the 
liw. That meant the crushing of the 
weak in the interests of the strong. It 
meant the application of special powers 
to deride the Constitution of Ireland as 
it had been derided in the House of 
Commons. It meant placing as criminals 
in the dock people who had com nitted 
no crime. It meant, in other words. that 
for Ireland there was to be no law but 
the law of the policeman’s baton and 
the prostitution of justice. He credited 
the right hon. Member for Dover 
with having retired like a man, although 
he was not defeated. But these Gentle- 
men on the Treasury Bench had bz2en 
defeated in the Houseand still they clung 
to office, and at the very moment when 
they were carrying out infamous prosecu- 
tions of people who were longing to re- 
main on the soil of their native land, so 
that their children might grow up to be 
respectable citizens. 


What had been the policy pursued 
in Galway? Certain respectable men 
had been indicted and impeached. 
They were brought before a_ per- 
|jured and packed jury, ani sentenced 


\by a Judge, about whom the rules of 
_order in the House prevented him speak- 
| ing freely. When the rules and regulations 
| were before the House the other night, the 
| hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
| asked how intimidation was to be proved. 
| The Chief Secretary did not answer, but 
|he (the hon. Member), had answered 
) the Question. It was to be proved 


I 2 
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by getting up prosecutions at any 
price, and making it appear there 
was intimidation when there was 
none. That was exactly and precisely 
what had been done in the case 
he had mentioned. Nodoubt there were 
public meetings, but public meetings 
were not a crine in Ireland unless they 
were made a crime for the purposes of 
the Government policy. The whole thing 
was a gross and outrageous scandal. 
They might 2s well bring cattle before a 
jury of butchers as bring these honest 
respectable people of Galway who were 
contending for the true operation of 
the Land Act before the jury of graziers 
who tried them. These men were 
simply fighting for the proper operation 
of the Land Act, and simply asking the 
Government to do that which they had 
jaid down as one of the principles of the 
Act, namely, that the untenanted grazing 
lands should be taken over and divided 
amongst the uneconomic holdings. He 
liimself had never believed that the mere 
transference of the land from the land- 


lord to the tenant was the crux of 
the land question. It was no doubt 
primarily important, but what was 


wanted in Ireland was not so much 
cheaper Jand as more land, that the 
people living in these wretched cabins 
und five-acre bog farms should be able 
to take advantage of the Act of 1903, 
for the purpose of enlarging their hold- 
ings. He was not a Member at the 
time, but he remembered reading with 
tears in his eyes of the manner in which 
the hon. Member for Dover and the 
Prime Minister pictured the misery of 
these people, great in virtue and strong 
in physical power, who could not live 
unless more land was given to them. 
Yet in Ireland they saw cattle grazing 
on vast tracts of untenanted land which 
were designed by God for the use of 
the people. These people had by the 
ordinary methods of agitation tried to 
get the Land Act properly administered 
and the old and hateful policy of 
coercion had once more been resur- 
rected. The reinstatement of the 
evicted tenants to the holdings from 
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Assizes for unlawful assembly, the hon. 
Member said it might have been expected 
that even the discredited instruments of 
a discredited Administration would have 
proceeded on the indictment placed 
before the Court. But they did 
not proceed on the question of un- 
lawful assembly. What did the 
minions of the law do in that Coer- 
cion Court in the West of Ireland 
where the land policy had impoverished 
the people and rendered them deso- 
late? The prosecution proceeded to 
bring forward a threatening letter which 
the Judge allowed to be read in Court, 
although he stated that it would not be 
accepted as evidence. [hat threatening 
letter was not written by any membei 
of the United Irish League. All this 
was in regard to an alleged attempt to 
intimidate a man called Richard Powe: 
Eyrecourt. That man was the occupie: 
of grazing land on the eleven months 
system, and the people asked him to 
give up the land so that it might be 
divided among the persons_on the estate. 
He stated that there was no intimi- 
dation, and in the whole course of the 
evidence there was nothing to show that 
he had been intimidated in any way. 
Notwithstanding that, the jury found a 
number of the accused guilty, and they 
received sentences ranging from nine 
months imprisonment with hard labour 
down to one month’s imprisonment. 
That case had created a memory of 
wrong of which that House would hear, 
and of which the people of Ireland and 
America would hear, so long as the Irish 
representatives were able to protest 
against the system of packing juries and 
convicting men of crimes of which they 
had not been guilty. Why did not the 
Government move in the matter of ob- 
taining the grazing lands for distribution 
among the people as was intended by 
the Land Act? The Government were: 
not in favour of that policy. What 
they were in favour of was the bonus 
of £12,000,000, and if their friends could 
collar that money from rich estates in 


Ireland, the Gentlemen on the Treasury 


which they had been evicted was part 


and parcel of the arrangement which 
had been entered into a few years ago. 

Referring to the case of the ten men 
who had just been prosecuted at Galway 


Mr. J. Devlin. 


Bench did not care a snap of one’s 
fingers for the poor people who had un- 
economic holdings in the West of Ireland. 
He was told that the law must be upheld. 
if the heavens should fall. 
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While all this maladministration of the 
Land Act had been going on, and while the 
yeasants of Galway were being prosecuted 
‘or what were called breaches of the law 
ny the Attorney-General, his colleague, 
the Solicitor-General, was preaching boy- 
cotting and intimidation in the Courts of 
Justice in the North of Ireland. He 
would recite to the House the cireum- 
stances of the cas2 of Rose Sweeney, a 
school teacher in the county of Tyrone. 
fn March last vear she was appointed 
instructress in a school in that county. 
The appointment was made by the Rev. 
William Baillie, the Presbyterian manager 
of the school, and it created great hos- 
‘lity in the distriet—the kind of hostilits 
for which he would be imprisoned if he 
were to practice it in Galway. The 
school had been closed up on account of 
the terrorism of three men, one of whom 
was William Coote, justice of the pace. 
Phe salary of * Rose Sweeney was 
the munificent “sum of £14 a vear. 
She was not appointed to teach the 
-atechism or theology ; she was appointed 
t) teach sewing ‘and, knitting. Not a 
word could be said against her character. 
ifter the appointment was made, Mr. 
‘oote started a propaganda against this 
oung girl which, he thought, was un- 
paralleled in the history of personal 
persecution, On the following day four 
crosses were painted—two on the church 
and two on the school. He wanted to 
know what had been done to find out the 
perpetrators of that outrage. He knew 
that the Attorney-General knew nothing 
about it because, this being an Orange 
outrage, it was no: to his interest to in- 
quire into it, but the Solicitor-General 
would be able to tell the Committee all! 
about it, and what had been his owa 
part in the transaction. When the Rev. 
Mr. Baillie asked Mr, Coote what was 
meant by the crosses, the answer was, 
“ You will soon know all about it. All 
Ulster is up in arms.” 


¢He did not propos» to trouble the 
House with the threatening letters 
written by Mr. Coote. He wrote le‘ters 
in which he called upon fathers and 
mothers not to send their children’ to 
the school. Twenty-three children were 
withdrawn from the school, and finally 
the girl lost her position altogether. The 
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hon. Member reminded the House of 
the action taken in connection with the 
case of Miss Cass, who was the victim of 
wrongful arrest in London s»me years 
ago. On that occasion, he believed the 
policeman who arrested her for some- 
thing or other had something to say for 
himself. But here was a case of an 
orgamisel consDiracy against a young 
girl headed by a justice of the peace in 
the North of Ireland, and when this 
humble woman took action against him 
for this outrage he was de‘ended by the 
Solicitor-General—the eminent upholder 
of law and order whose salary they were 
discussing that night. He could notin the 
time at his disposal get a file of the paper 
containins a report of the Solicitor- 
General’s speech, but if he remembered 
aright the hon.‘and learned Gentleman 
distinctly declared that the pe ple were 
perlectly justified in what they had done. 
He was not a lawyer. [A NarlonaLIst 
Member: Thank God for that.] He 
did not know what was the moral code 
that guided lawyers, but he was not 
aware that the etiquette of the Bar 
enabled a lawyer to preach intim‘dation 
in one Court and to denounce it in another. 
It might beallright tosay that the hon. 
and learned Gentle nan spoke a-cording 
to his brief, but what were they to think 
in that House, and what were the people 
of Ireland to think, of the condu:t of the 
Solicitor-General ? He was not a hungry 
lawyer. He was not a lawyer accepting 
briefs in order to geta livelihood. He was 
comfortably squatted on th: Treasury 
Beich with £2,509 a vear, A grosser 
cutrige could not b+ committed before 
the people of Ireland to whom the 


Government wishel to teach lessons 
in law. Taey found that the Soliei- 
tor-General was engaged preaching 


boveotting and intimiditioa in Tyrone, 
whil> th» Attorney-General was pros :cut- 
ing peasants in Galway. The Solicitor- 
Gen»ral had no right to take advantage 
of his great position and to gointoa 
Court in the North of Irelani to defend 
a ruffiun and thea come to England and 
stand on platforms as the representative 
of law and order. The sooner this farce 
was ended the better. Thank God the 
time was coming when, after fifteen 
years of “resolute government” in 


Ireland, a brighter era would open for 
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the people, and when it would be recog- 
nised that all men were equal before 
the law. 


The House of Commons and the 
people of Ireland were waiting for an 
explanation of the legal scandal to which 
he had called attention. He wished to 
know why Mr. Coote wes retained. as a 
justice of the peace. This man was the 
legal adviser of Mr. Coote. Let the 
Chief Secretary tell them why it was 
stated in this House that the matter 
was to be taken to the Court of Appeal. 
This was not a matter for the Attorney- 
General, but for the Chief Secretary, 
and now that the right hon. Gentleman 
intended to cling to office they would 
cling to him until he gave an honest 
and straightforward Answer to the 
Question—What was to be done to this 
man? He did not believe in the 
application of coercion laws, but he 
wanted to know whether this man was 
still on the Bench, and whether the right 
hon. Gentleman intended to retain him 
there. If there was to be equal ad- 
ministration of the law in Ireland this 
man should be prosecuted, in the same 
way as Mr. Ball had been at Belfast, 
when that gentleman went up to preach 
and the windows of the Catholic church 
were broken. He begged to move the 
reduction of the Vote by £1,009. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £31,416, be 


granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Joseph Devlin.) 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he 


thought that the House would readily 
recognise that something more than a 
mere stereotyped reply was demanded 
from the Law Officers of the Crown in 
answer to the impcachment of his hon. 
friend the Member for Kilkenny. He 
trusted that that reply would not be 
clogged with figures as to jury-packing 
as in former years, and that the 
Attorney-General and the  Solicitor- 
General would defend their conduct in 
regard to the Galway prosecutions. 
His hon. friend had referred to the fact 
that it was three years since this Vote 
had been discrssed on Irish Supply. 
That had never been from want ot 
material, for time after tivae, and sessicn 


Mr. Devlin. 
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after session, they had brought forward the 
sad tale of jury-packing, and always the 
same Answer had been given—that some- 
one else did it years ago, and that the 
end justified the means. The rule in 
Treland was the ecaverse of «n old legal 
phrase expressed by a great Judge: 
« Acquit if you can, convict if you must.” 
The motto of the right hon. Gentleman 
was, ‘Convict if you can, acquit the 
prisoner only if you must.” That had 
been going onalloverthe country. Ithad 
always been said that it was better that 
a guilty man should escape rather than 
an innocent man should be punished, 
but the opposite was the case in most 
parts of Ireland. There were fifty odd 
Connaught peasants imprisoned with 
hard labour for from one to nine 
months, who would never have been 
convicted but for the artifices of the 
Crown Law Officers in selecting the juries. 
That would not be done in any county 
in England, or in any shire in Scotland. 
In Ireland the Government had loaded 
the dice and revived the Coercion Act 
in order to pack the juries. 
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In Galway six men were charged with 
unlawful assembly, that was, with attend- 
ing a political meeting at which speeches 
were made which the Attorney-General did 
not like. ‘Twenty-two jurors were asked 
to stand by and ordered to attend the 
Court again on Monday. When a pro- 
test was made, the Judge said they must 
all come back on the Monday, and that 
if any remained away it would be on 
their own responsibility, and they would 
be liable to a fine. It followed, as night 
followed the day, that under such a 
system conviction followed prosecution. 
At the Cork Summer Assizes, at which 
Judge Kenny sat, the cases were not 
very important, but when a man named 
Calvert was charged with a slight offence, 
thirty-nine jurors were asked to stand 
eside, and of these thirty-six were 
Roman Catholics, The Attorney-General 
said he knew nothing about the mens 
religion, but everyone acquainted with 
the facts knew that the Crown Solicitor 
was informed by a Government agent 
that all these men were Roman Catholics. 
At the same assizes on another charge 
thirty-three jurors were ordered to stand 
aside. When a protest was made the 
Attorney-General ordered a report from 
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the Crown Solicitor and afterwards 
declared that he entirely agreed with that 
report, and took the responsibility on him- 
self. The Crown Solicitor said that he was 
unable to give any information as to the 
religion of the jurors, and that he had 
made no inquiry in that regard. If it 
were within the rules of order he would 
characterise the statement of the Crown 
Solicitor as a lie, Every man in the 
Court knew that the Crown Solicitor 
received information from his underlings 
as to the religion of the jurors. What 
were the grounds on which the Crown 
Solicitor said he acted? They were that 
in his belief, and in the belief of the 
other representatives of the Crown, these 
jurors would not abide by their oaths, 
and that they would not give a fair 
verdict. That was to brand in advance 
the greater part of the population of 
ireland as perjurers. If the dice were 
loaded against the people in this manner, 
how could they expect law and order to 
be maintained ? 


He would connect this Jury-packing 
with the abominable crime committed 
by Sergeant Sheridan. Dan McGowan 
was charged with the mutilating 
of cattle. Sixty Catholic jurors were 
ordered to stand aside. He was tried 
by a packed jury, and sentenced on the 
perjured evidence of Sergeant Sheridan 
to two vears penal servitude. As the 
Attorney-General knew, McGowan was an 
absolutely guiltless man. When other 
things came cut about Sergeant Sheridan 
the Crown compensated McGowan with 
£100, but Sheridan was allowed to escape, 
just as a policeman was kindly allowed to 
get away the other day by his district 
inspector. There was another case of a 
man who was tried for setting fire to hay, 
and was tried by a packed jury and 
sentenced to three years penal servitude. 
That man was also innocent, and died in 
prison, and his mother had since been 
compensated with 10s. per week. He 
had in his locker sheets and_ sheets 
of cases, but he would not delay the 
Committee by reciting them. He con- 
tended that it would be far more decent 
for the Attorney-General to get up at 
that Table and propose to abolish jury 
trial altogether, than to try the Irish 
jeople accused of offences having the 
slightest tinge of politics or agrarianism 
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by this abominable system of jury-packing, 
which was a prostitution of justice anda 
disgrace to the country. 


*Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S,) said that 
at the late Galway Assizos there were 
Several cases of unlawful assembly, none 
of which were tried by the Crown by an 
ordinary jury. For the purpose of 
securing convictions the Crown put into 
operation certain sections of the Coercion 
Act by which they could summon for the 
trial of these poor Galway peasants a 
special jury. On this particular occa- 
sion a panel of 293 special jurors was 
summoned, mainly consisting of men 
differing in politics and religion from the 
accused, and most of whom were in 
occupation of lands which the right hon. 
Member for Dover had said it was the 
intention of the Land Act to divide up. 
In the first case, fourteen men were 
accused of interfering with a process- 
server in the discharge of his duty. 
Eight special jurors were ordered to stand 
by, the accused were found guilty, 
two were let out on their own recogni- 
sances, while the others were sentenced 
to various terms of imprisonment with 
hard labour. There was one law for the 
unlettered peasant of the West, and 


/another for the well-do-do, fat grand 


master of an Orange lodge in county 
Tyrone. [Laughter.] The right hon, 
Gentleman opposite laughed, but he could 
not deny the fact that every statement 
made in connection with Mr. Coote’s 
case was strictly accurate. 


There was another case at the Galway 
Assizes when ten men were accused of 
unlawful assembly. Thirty-eight special 
jurors were ordered to stand by, these 
men were known to be either Nationalists 
or Liberals in politics, not one was a sup- 
porter of the Government; and it was 
because they were known to be out of 
sympathy with His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that they were ordered to stand 
by. The ten accused men were found 
guilty and sentenced to three months 
hard labour. A third case was where 
ten men were accused of unlawful and 
tumultuous assembly, and they were 
found guilty and sentenced to three 
months hard labour. That took him 
bick to something which had occurred 
in this country four or five years ago 
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when the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
went to Birmingham. On that occasion 
the hon. Member, in the exercise of his 
rights, made a speech on the Boer War, 
when the Birmingham mob created a 
riot, and not only were the police 
attacked but many were injured. If 
ever there was a case of 
assembly it was on that occasion, 


unlawful | 
One | 


man lost his life, and ninety policemen | 


were .njured. Was there any prosecu. 
tion, or was any spezial Act of Parlia- 
ment or special law put into operation 
to try the rioters? Did the right hon. 
Centleman opposite move to have the 
rioters tried by special jury? Nothing 


of the kind; 


{COMMONS} 


assembly, 


and the reason was that | 


the mob was acting in the supposed | 


interest of the Gover:me:t. Coming 
back to Galway, it was because these 


poor peasants were actirg in their own 
interests that they were tried and con- 


demned. It was because there was one | 


law for the opponents of the Gevera- 
ment, aid another law for those who 


were acting in the interest of the Prime | 


| intimidation. 
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character,who would get up and allege that 
he was a man who would refuse on th: 
evidence to bring in an honest and true 
verdict against the accused? Nota ma \ 
would attempt to do so. He was ordered 


| to stand by because of the well-know 1 


fact that he was a Nationalist and 0))- 
posed in politics to His Majesty’s Govern. 
ment. 


were six cases of unlawful 
and forty-six jurors were 
ordered to stand by. Apparently as the 
Crown got on, reliable men became 
fewer, and, as the panel of 2953 became 
exhausted, they were obliged to order a 
larger number to stand by. There was 
another reason why the number was 
increased, The evidence was not strong, 
and the Crown was doubtful of their case. 
Therefore, they required a jury of more 
than an ordinary tint. Curious to relate, 
the jury disagreed. The charge was 
They had often said i 
that House that the road to the Bench 
was not merit; it depended whether one 
was a Crown Prosecutor or not, He 


There 


‘hoped the Attorney-General would tell 


Minister and his Goveriiment. 
’ There was, a fourth case at the 
Galway Assizes, where four men) 


were accused of conspiracy and twenty- 
eight jurors were ordered to stand 
aside, but the jury disagreed. He 
Wished to direct attention to what was 
said by a juror when he was ordered to 
stand aside. This juror was a particular 
friend of his own, was known to every 
hon, Member for Connaught, was vice- 
chairman of the Galway County Coune'l, 
and a member of several public boards in 
his own county and different parts of his 
province. His name was John C. 
McDonnell. When he was ordered to 
stand by he protested that it was not 
only ridiculous and absurd, but an out- 
rage to himself to have him summoned 
to attend for eight days during the 
continuance of the assizes when he knew, 
and everybody knew, that he would be 
ordered to stand by. The learned Judge 
said he had no power to relieve him. 
Why did the Crown order him to stand 
by ¢ He was ages of the Galway 
County Counce, member of almost 


them how many Judges were never Party 
or political hacks, how many were never 
politicians, and how many got on the 
Bench from sheer merit and ability. Of 
course, they all knew he could not men- 
tion a single man who had not got on th» 
Bench for other than political service. 
There was the notorious case of the late Mr. 


| McDermott, the acknowledged leader of 


every public dhe in the province of | 


C ‘onnaught, 


Was there any man in the | 
House, in Connaught, or in any part of by the Crown Pro-ecutor. 


the Irish Bar. No man got the sane 
sum endorsed on his brief as he did, and 
yet he died, as he lived, a loyal member 
of the Bar. He had no more chance of 
getting on the Bench than any man who 
knew no law atall, Leahy and his wife 
both swore that they were not in- 
timidated. His grass land had been 
bought by the Estates Commissioners 
for dis'ribution among the smaller 
tenants in the neighbourhood. That 
was a notorious fact, well known to the 
local branch of the United Irish League. 
It would, the efore, have been ridiculoxs 
for that League to have tried to intimi- 
date Leahy to do what he had already 
done. When Leahy and his wife were 
giving evidence, they were cross-exam>- 
ined by the Judge more severely than 
That showed 


Ireland who knew John C, McDonnell by | how the Judge stood impartially betweea 


Mr. Kilbride. 
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the Crown and the accused, and hoy 
the law was impartially carried out. 


In the sixth case, Costello, secretary of 
a local branch of the league, was charged 
with inditing a letter to a person who had 
land on the eleven months system urging 
hinto giveitup. There were twenty-two 
ordered to stand by. He was found 
guilty and sentenced to one month's 
hard labour. Every man, no matter 
whether he was the chairmin or a 
member of the county council, whether 
he was the chairman or member of 
district council, got hard labour, be- 
ciuse, under a special provision of the 
Local Government Act, he was thus 
disqualified from acting in any public 
body in the county for, he thought, 
five years. It was because Michael 
Hobbs, one of the accused, was the 
chairman of a district council that the 
Judge gave him hard labour. He would 
not say he was prompted to do that by 
the two right hon. Gentlemen oppos:te ; 
hut there were ways of intimating to 
learned Judges what the opinion of His 
Majesty's Government was. In the case 
of Michael Keane, the local secretary of 
the United Irish League, the accused was 
indicted for writing a letter requesting 
a person to give up land. About thirty- 
four were ordered to stand by, and he 
was found guilty and sentenced to one 
moith’s imprisonment. He wished to 
draw attention to the Banbridge stabbing 
case. A body of Orangemen, having got 
into some row with a number of Catholics, 
stabbed a Catholic. The man was very 
neariv losing his life. His hon. friend 
the Member for South Down asked a 
Question in coanection wit! the matter. 
He asked if, when the Orangemen were 
brought before the assizes, any of the 
jurors would be ordered to stand by. The 
answer of the Chief Secretary was 
“Certainly not.” 


Mr. WALTER LON + said he did not 
recosnise a word of what was attributed 
to him. If the hon. Gentleman weze 
giving the Answer he made to a Question, 
he should be glad if he would quote his 
words. 


*Mr. KILBRIDE said his hon. friend 
_—— {him that the Answer he received 
as “Certainly not.” 


25 JULY 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said that he had 
not got the Question and Answer by him, 
but he recollested being asked a Question 
with reference to this particular case, 
and he imagined, speaking from memory, 
his Answer would be in the negative. 
It was ridiculous to suppose that he 
would say no jurors would be challenged 
becaus> he had no control in the 
matter. Therefore, to the best of his 
recollection no such Question was asked, 
and no such Answer given. 


*Mia. KILBRIDE said he dil not want 
to put an Answer into the mouth of 
the right hon. Gentleman which he did 
not give. He was asked whether the 
sam2 provedure would be adopted as in 
other parts of Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he could 
not possibly have answered what the 
hon. Gentlemen said. As far as he re- 
membered, the Question had absolutely 
no regard to special jurors. The hon. 


Gentleman himself knew it would 
have been quite impossible for him to 
have said that the jurors would not 


be challeaged. 


*Mx. KILBRIDE said he accepted the 
Answer of the right hon, Gentleman, but 
would the Hous: believe that the mau 


was tried by an exclusively Protestant 
jury? 
Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 5S.) rose 


to a point of order, but the hon. Me mber 
was Inaudible. 


*Mr. KILBRIDE said h> could have 
understood the hon. Member intervening 
oa any date previous to the appointment 
of Mr. T. O’Shaughnessy as Recorder of 
the city of Dublin, and whose shoes he 
got, but now that he had got all that he 


was likely to get, he did not see what 
object he had in intervening If any of 
the right hon. Gentlemen sitting on the 
Treasury Bench would deny that that 


Orangeman was not tried by an ex- 
clusively Protestant jury, he would not 
only apologise to him but to the 
House for having made a false statement. 
Until they did so, he was not going to give 
way to the Crown Prosecutor. of Belfast 
or to an inguisitive Englishman who 
koew nothing of Irish a‘fairs. 
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hope 10 accomplish by these proceedings 
in Galway? How did they arise, and who 
was responsible for all the trouble in the 
West of Ireland? ‘‘ Hope deferred makes 
the heart grow sick.” The statements 
made by the Member for Dover two years 
ago were responsible for it. Over and 
over again he stated that the Land Act 
would get rid ofthe wretched and 
rotten condition of affairs in Connaught 
and that the people would be raised 
out of their slough of despond, and 
the peasants believed him. They believed 
they had a right to the grass lands and 
that legislation had conferred that right 
upon them. They believed they were 
acting within their rights and in con- 
formity with the Land Act of 1903 in 
trying to bring pressure to bear upon 
land speculators who were in no sense 
farmers, but who were often either 
successful publicans or pawnbrokers. It 
had become a speculation, and amongst 
the graziers of the West of Ireland there 
was not one genuine resident farmer in 
any sense of the word. He had never 
believed that the residential farmer should 
be interfered with; God knew that there 
was enough land in the West of Ireland 
where there was no residential occupier, 
and if it were thought that by putting the 
Coercion Act into force the peasants of 
the West and those who believed in their 
moral right would be prevented from 
insisting upon the speculators being made 
to stand aside to allow the peasants to live 
on the land, the Government was 
mistaken. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.) said it was 
impossible to imagine that the grave and 
serious scandals recently committed in 
the name of British law in the city of 
Galway, would be allowed to pass over 
without strong and bitter comment. The 
Chief Secretary might, and he had no 
doubt would, say that the Irish Govern- 
ment was administering the existing laws 
according to the usual practice. Even so, 
it Was a proceeding so base and discredit- 
able as to render it almost impossible to 
conceive that a scandal of such magnitude 
was possible at this time of the day in 
any part of the King’s realms. Fair and 
impartial administration of the laws in 
Ireland won respect and even confidence 
amongst those who most distrusted it, 


Mr. Kilbride, 


{COMMONS} 
What did the three right hon. Gentlemen | 
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fe 


but the mean, contemptible, and degrading 
spectacle of jury-packing which Thomas. 
A. Loeky and the paid hirelings of Dublin 
Castle practised in Galway, excited no 
feeling other than that of contempt and 
derision and a desire to make ribbons of 
the law. In view of what took place in 
Galway last week, how could they expect 
anyone to have the slightest respect for 
the law? Theysaw that most respectable 
and honourable men from all parts of the 
county, district and urban councillors, 
county councillors, and even magistratesof 
‘the county, who had been summoned from 
all parts to serve on the long panel, told 
to ‘stand aside””—that they were unfit to. 
take the oath and deliver a true verdict 
according to the evidence submitted to 
them. The Crown exercised the arbitrary 
and unlimited right of challenge, in some 
cases humiliating fiom thirty to forty 
jurors by directing them to “ stand aside,” 
and it only ceased this almost incredible 
and disgraceful practice when twelve 
bigoted, prejudiced, and hostile jurors had 
been placed in the box to try the 
prisoners. What cant and hypocrisy it 
was for some hon. Gentlemen in that 
House, and well-paid hirelings out of it, 
to accuse them of having no respect for 
the law. Such law and the way it was 
administered stank in their nostrils, and 
anything and everything they could do, 
both in that House, as well as at home 
in Ireland, to bring it into contempt and 
loathing would be done. 


As to the “crimes” or offences 
with which those young men 
were charged, let the House just 
listen for a moment to the  henious 


criminal offences which some of them 
were alleged to have committed. All the 
cases were practically the same, the object 
aimed at was identical, namely, to bring 
into possession of the Irish Government 
blocks of grazing or untenanted lands 
for the purpose of dividing them among 
people anxious to stay at home and 
devote their undoubted physical and 
intellectual energies to building up the 
shattered and torn fortunes of their 
country. Surely an object so laudable 
and praiseworthy was not going to be 
| stigmatised in that House asa criminal 
offence! And yet it was for that purpose 


that the Crown at Galway exercised its 
| unlimited power of challenge, and packed 
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jury after jury into the box for the pur- | Act of 1903. Yet such was the law, and 
pose, not of trying the issues fairly and _the administration of the law, in Ireland, 
justly or of holding the scales of justice | that these young Leitrim peasants were 
evenly and impartially as between the sought to be branded as criminals for 
traversers and the Crown, out for the | daring to ask for that which the Govern- 
deliberate purpose of finding the prisoners | ment subsequently were obliged to give 
guilty and thereby consigning them to effect to? If the whole thing was not 
g.ol for varying terms of imprisonment. | so serious for the prisoners it might be 
The Crown by this disgraceful strategy, considered fit matter for a comic opera. 
by playing the game with loaded d’ce, | The action of the Government in acquiring 
had succeeded in sending large numbers | the lands and then prosecuting the men 
of young men to break stones, to pick who helped to make the deal possible 
oakum, to stitch sacks, and live upon the | was ludicrous and absurd in the extreme. 
frugal and appetising ‘‘skilly” and What the Government expected to get 
“shadow soup” of prison fare for com- out of the proceedings he failed to see. 
paratively long terms of imprisonment. Were they foolish enough to think that 
He did not complain. The poor prisoners the imprisonment of fifty or sixty men 
would be the first to resent his interference in Galway would frighten and terrify the 
if he uttered one word which implied that rest of the population into an acquies- 
they were sorry, or regretted, or would cence in the existing order of things ? 
withdraw by one ha‘r’s-breadth from the | That would certainly not be the result. 
position which they had taken up. He He would tell the right hon. Gentle- 
spoke from practical experience when he | man what would take place. Every 
suid that they felt far happier and more man in Galway outside of some graziers, 
at home in prison than the officials, the and storeen shopkeepers, and creatures 
gtaziers, and the landowners who were who liked to hang on to the coat-tails 
instrumental in sending them there. of officialdom, would stand up manfully 
beside the prisoners, would take up the 
What was the crime with which these struggle for the land where they had 
men were charged? The Leitrim left it, and, in spite of everything the 
prisoners were charged with trying to Government could do to the contrary, 
bring about the sale of some farms be- | with coercion, jury-packing,and imprison- 
longing to Sir Henry Burke to the Estates ment, would carry it on till success 
Commissioners. A number of people | ¢rowned their efforts, 
living in the district had very small 
holdings, and the people pressed on the Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
landlord and the Government the ad- IRELAND (Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, 
visability of purchasing these lands in N.) said that the greater part of the 
the interests of the smaller tenantsaround. speech of the hon. Gentleman who 
For doing this the prisoners were charged moved the Motion was an offensive and 
with having committed a crime. The scurrilous tirade. [NATIONALIST cries of 
Strangest part of the business was that | « Withdraw.”] 
whilst the Crown sought to establish a 
case against the prisoners for trying to wp» SWIFT MACNEILL called the 
bring this landinto the market, another attention of the Chairman to the fact 
Government Department—the Estates that it had been ruled on previous 
Commissioners—should have been placed | gecasions that the word “scurrilous” was 
in the dock also. If it was criminal for | pot 9 Parliamentary expression. 
these young men to make certrin repre- nt 
qutations to the landlord ane nca| THE CHAIRMAN said that if that were 
; overnment to Duy up these untenantec | so the expression was not in order. 
ands for the people, under what head | 


would they place the offence committed | ocelinld f 
by the Estates Commissioners, who, yield-| Mk. ATKINSON: If it is against the 


ing to the wishes of the people, actually | rules of the House I withdraw. ; 


purchased those lands, and now had | _ 
them in their possession to carry out |? Mr.CHURCHILL (Oldham): What does 


later on the beneficent intentions of the | the right hon. Gentleman mean by saying 
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rules. of the House ? 
withdrawal 2 


THe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman withdraws it because it is 
against the rules of the House, as I 
pointed out. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Do I understand 
that the Attorney-General explicitly 
and specifically withdraws ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said he had with- 
drawn the expression. He did not know 
what was the proper adjective by which 
to describe the language used. Tne hon. 
Gentleman called the Judge a perjured 
Judge and the jury a perjured jury. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he did not 
call the jury perjured; he said they were 


packed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL submitted as a point 
of order that, inasmuch as all reflections on 
a Judge were out of order in that House, 
if the hon. Gentleman had made re- 
flections of an improper or un-Parlia- 
mentary character on a Judge he would 
have been called to order by the Chair. 
Therefore the Attorney-(ienera! had no 
right to cite such expressions as an excuse 
for grosslyoffens.ve and un-Parliamentary 
language. 


THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
did use such an expression, but I did not 
know he Was referring to a Judge of the 
High Court. It was my mistake. I am 
perfectly certain that if I had then 
stopped him the hon. Member would 
have withdrawn the expression. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: But I do not 
understand that you rule the expression 
“‘scurrilous”’ as used by the Attorney- 
General to be a Parliamentary  ex- 
pression ¢ 


Tue CHAIRMAN: No; and the right 
hon. Gentleman has withdrawn it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that such charges 


when made without proof and repeated | 


without proof were less discreditable to 
the men against whom they were made 


Mr. Churchill. 


‘COMMUNS} 


that he withdraws if it is against the | 
Is that a proper | 
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than to the men who made them. He 
would therefore pass by language of 
that character, as further reference 
would only dignify it. 

The hon. Member had referred to «wo 
matters of a personal character with which 
perhaps he ought to deal. The first was 
as to his fees. It was true the Estimate 
was for £50), but they did not amount to 
that. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN s:id he had 
not mentioned £500, nor did he know 
what it was for. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the other 
matter was with reference to a speech 
which he delivered to his constituents. At 
that time he did not know that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell had had anything whatever 
to do with the Dunraven scheme. He 
criticised that scheme as severely as he 
was able, as he considered it was futile 
and absurd in itself, and a base betrayal 
of the Unionist cause. To that view he 
adhered, and he was glad to have had the 
opportunity of so describing the scheme. 


Passing to the other questions which 
had been raised, he understood the 
accusations to be that they had had 
prosecutions in Galway that ought not 
to have been held, and that the methods 
adopted were improper and unjust. He 
would not refer to the Sheridan case 
further than to say that he thought the 
hon. Member who opened the discussion 
had really taken some of the wardrobe 
of the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool, who, he thought, 
had a special property in that incident 
and had already trotted it out before 
the House three or four times. 


Mr. T. P, O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): It is not my special incident ; 
it is the special guilt of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and he will hear of it again. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that he had dealt 
with the matter before, and that would 
be his reason for not dealing with it 
again. The hon. Membcr for Kildare 
and the hon. Member who had _ last 
spoken each let drop a significant remark. 
They said that the people of the country 
thought this land belonged to them, and 
that they ought to getit. He did not 
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know who had put that idea into the | 


minds of the people. It was the policy 
of the Government to give facilities for 
acquiring untenanted land and dividing 
it among the people to enlarge un- 
economic holdings, but no Government 
could permit the acquisition of this land 
even for a good purpose by criminal 
methods. They could no more justify 
the exercise of intimidation to procure 
that land for laudable objects than the 
murder of a miser to divide his property 
jor the relief of distress. Those who had 
urged the people to that action had much 
to answer for, Everybody knew there 
was the most anxious desire on the part 
of the Government to work the Land 
Act. [ NATIONALIST cries of “Not at 
all.” 


Mer. DILLON: It isabsolutety untrue. 


Mr. ATKINSON sa‘d he would not 
stop to argue whether crimes had been 
committed. though he thought he could 
prove that many of the cases came 
within the criminal law. But the cases 
had been tried by a Judge and a jury, 
and that House was not a suitable 
tribunal for retrying those cases. Two 
cf the cases were still pending, and it 
would be unbecoming in him to discuss 
the merits or demerits of those cases. 
The Government were accused in the 
fir t place oi getting a special jury. Why 
should it be iniquitous to get a special 
jury ? 


Mr. DILLON: Under the Crimes Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON said a litigant in a 
civil action could get a special jury if he 
d-sired it, and even in a case of mis- 
demeanour the defendant could get a 
special jury under the old practice. Did 
tie fact that it was asked for under the 
Crimes Act make it iniquitous ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Certainly, because you get it as a right 
under the Crimes Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON said a litigant could 
get it as a right in a civil case. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We are 
sneaking of criminal cases, 
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THe CHAIRMAN: I hope the right. 


hon, Gentleman will be allowed to proceed 
without interruption. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was open to 
either party, and not merely to the 
Attorney-General, to come in under 
Section 3 of the Crimes Act and geta 
special jury. He understood. however, 
that the process of trying by special 
jury was vitiated and contaminated by 
the fact that it was asked for under the 
Crimes Act. He did not think that was 
a rational argument. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: The Judge 


cannot refuse to give it to you. 


Mer. ATKINSON: And the getting 
of a special jury did not seem to be a 
very tyrannical or unjust thing. 


Mer. DILLON: It is both. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he did not agree ; 
and the reason why he did not agree 
was that it was precisely the same pro- 
cedure that might obtain in any civil 
action. The hon, Gentlemen who cried 
out most about the iniquity of asking 
twenty-three or thirty-three jurors to 
stand aside were the very people, or 
the representatives of the very people, 
who, right and left, at meeting after 
meeting, denounced this procedure and 
made strictures upon the jurors who 
were about to serve, and the endeavour 
to counteract that procedure and to get 
out of the way the jurors who were 
intimidated and terrorised by these 
methods in order to prejudice the 
tribunal before which the accused were 
about to be tried, was described as an 
iniquity. This was what the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Galway said at a meeting 
called for the purpose of arranging for 
the defence of these men— 

“He would read over the list of special 
jurors who had been selected to try them, and 
he hoped the men of each parish would take 
note of how these men acted in the coming 
assizes, so that they might know them in the 
future.” 


That was a fine preparation and 
discipline for the impartial and honest 
_ discharge of their duty in the jury-box? 








279 Civil Services and Revenue 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I stand 
by every word I said on that occasion. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was because 
these methods were resorted to that it 
was necessary to resort to the setting 
aside of jurors in order to counteract 
them. He had often been asked in that 
House—-Why were jurors not ordered to 
stand aside in this country? The power 


{COMMONS} 


to set jurors aside existed in this country, | 


but, happily, it was not necessary to | 


exercise it. It would be difficult to 
find in this country an hon. Member 
going down to his constituency and 
making an address of the kind he had 
quoted in reference to jurors who were 
about te be called to serve on a trial, 
and 
glorving in it afterwards. But that was 
an illustration of the kind of discipline 
to which these jurors were subjected by 
league meeting after league meeting, 
reported in the public Press all over the 
county, and the Government were 
denounced because they endeavoured to 
take out of the jury-box the men who were 
intimidated by such a method as that. 
When a man who had openly taken part 
in the agitation in favour of the very 
men who were going to be tried was 
asked to stand aside Members opposite 
considered that that was an insult to the 
Catholic Church and to the Catholic 
religion. He could multiply instances, 
‘because he had a bundle of reports before 
him showing the existence all over Gal- 
way ofa system of intimidation and 
terrorism. The very moment that the 
order was obtained that these men should 
be tried by a special jury intimidation 
commenced and resolutions of the kind 
he had quoted were passed at meetings 
of the United Irish League. He sub- 
mitted that it would be perfectly ludi- 
crous if the Crown Solicitor did not 
endeavour to the best of his ability to 
order to stand aside men who had been 
taking part in this system of intimidation 
in order that other jurors might be ob- 
tained to try an issue upon which those 
who were asked to stand aside had pro- 
nounced an opinion beforehand. As a 
well-known canon said in the year 1902, 
coercion was the weapon of the United 
Irish League, and unsparingly and ruth- 
lessly did the branches use it in 
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defiance and violation of all the laws of 
charity, of justice, and of truth. 


The real cause of the quarrel between 
the Crown and hon. Gentlemen was that 
their methods of intimidation had not 
succeeded and that they had been checked 
and defeated. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
We will try again.] It was said that 
the order to stand aside was an insult to 
the faith of the man so ordered to stand 
aside. He did not know why. The 
accusation was made against every 
Government. Every Government had 
been obliged to resort to this weapon, 


/and every Government had been assailed 


for so doing and the vilest motives 
attributed to them. The right hon. 


|Member for Montrose had been assailed 


then coming to this House and | 





as savagely as he or his right hon. friend 
had even been; but why should any 
Government have a desire for any such 
purpose * Almost every Crown Solicitor 
who was serving now served under the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose and his friends. The Crown 
Solicitor of Galway was a most worthy 
and excellent gentleman of long ex- 
perience, and a Roman Catholic of the 
Roman Catholics, He had never given 
any command to that gentleman to set 
any man aside. On the contrary, he had 
never given any direction to any Crown 
Solicitor serving under him except loyally 
to carry out the rules laid down, which 
expressly directed the Crown Solicitor not 
to order to stand aside any man on the 
ground of his religion or politics or for 
any reason but that he had a reasonable 
belief that the man would not give an 
impartial verdict. Why should the 
Crown Solicitor make himself objection. 
able to the community when he would 
not serve his office by so doing? [A 
Nationalist MemBer: To __ please 
Dublin Castle.] He was a permanent 
official; and no Crown Solicitor had been 
discharged for fifty years. He pledged 
himself that there was not a shadow of 
foundation for the accusations of ho». 
Members. Why should it be an insult to 
jurors to be set aside? The law in Ire- 
land enabled six jurors to be challenged 
in a civil case, though there was no such 
right in England. Why? Not because 
the men were deliberate perjurers, but 
because, from fear or favour, they were 
not likely tu give impartia! consideration 
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to the case. [Cries of “* Tell us something 
of Coote.”] That was a matter with 
which he was not personally concerned, 
{Cries of “Oh,” and interruption.] It 
was a civil action brought in the Court 
of Chancery. There was no criminal 
action. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Why did you 


not take criminal action ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that only in the 
course of the civil trial did it appear that 
there had been any intimidation. No 
complaint or communication had been 
made to the police. 


Me. T. P. O'CONNOR said _ that 
what had actually happened in the case 
which had been so much referred to was 
that a number of peasants in the county 
of Galway combined together for the pur- 
pose of getting the Land Act to work and 
of endeavouring to realise the promises, 
hopes, and desires of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover. Their sole 
object was that the uneconomic holdings 
should be made into economic holdings. 
Gould any men have a worthier object 
in view? What wasthe Coote case? It 
was the Case of a poor girl who was em- 
ployed to teach sewing and embroidery 
ina school controlled by a Presbyterian 
clergyman in the county of Tyrone. She 
happened to be a Catholic, and Mr. 
Coote, who was a magistrate, got up an 
agitation of a violent character, held public 
meetings, organised processions with 
bands, boycotted the school, and caused 
twenty-three children to be removed, 
and all this in order to prevent a 
poor Catholic girl being employed to 
teach sewing and embroidery; and the 
man who came forward to defend this 
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case of disgusting bigotry and_perse- 
cution was the Attorney-General for 
Ireland, who put the law into operation 
against these poor peasants. That was 
what was called equal justice between 
Ireland and England. He had not been 
left time to go into the merits of the 
case of these poor men who had been 
sent to gaol, but could any comparison 
be made between the object of these poor 
peasants and the object of this religious 
bigot. The Government sent to gaol the 
peasants who wanted to make Ire'and 
habitable by Irishmen, and allowed to 
go free the miserable bigot who wanted 
to make starvation the lot of every 
Catholic employed by Protestants, and 
who desired to starve this poor Catholic 
girl by persecution and boycotting? He 
maintained that it was quite proper to 
raise the Sheridan case. The question 
was one of methods. Sheridan was able 
to get men wrongly convicted; but 
how was it he was able to do so? 
Was it Sheridan who was able to do all 
this? Was it this miserable perjured 
villain? No! The villain sat on the 
Front bench opposite. That was why 
Sheridan was able to get these men 
convicted. One of these poor innocent 
men was actually advised by his counsei 
to plead guilty because the Attorney- 
General had packed the jury. And yet 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
with this crime upon his conscience had 
thought fit to attack them for venturing 
to d2nounce a system of government 
which made such things possible in Ire- 
land. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 200; 
Noes, 260, (Division List No. 304.) 


AYES. 


Boland, John 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Brigg, John 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 


Baker, Joseph Allen Burt, Thomas 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 


Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 





Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 





Buxton, N. E( York,NR, Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 





Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galway 
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Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A (Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, Jobn 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis} 

Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt, Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt, Hon.Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

J.ambert, George 


£gg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ailhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon, John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
lain, Colonel James Robert 
Faird, John George Alexander 
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Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Hugh Alex. 
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| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
| Richards, Thomas 


(Donegal, W. )| Rickett, J. Compton 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs> 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Robson, William Snowdon 


Leese, Sir JosephF(Accrington) | Roche, John (Galway, East) 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr, Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.JohnP,(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick, (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T, P, (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’SLee, dames John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A, (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 


NOES. 


Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 


William (Cornwall) | 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rose, Charles Day 
| Russell, T. W. 
| Samuel, Herbert L (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E, 
| Seely, Maj. J. E. B(Isle of Wight) 
| Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B,) 
| She ehy, David 
| Shipman, Dr. John G, 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Slack, John Bamford 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesle »y 
| Saneiien, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
| 
F 
| 
| 


Stanhope, Hon, Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,JA(Glamorgan Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Villiers, Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George(York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, Sir JT( Huddersf’d} 
Young, Samuel] 


Amherst 


AYES— 
and 
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Sir Thomas Esmonde 





Captain Donelan. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shrophs. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 





Cautley, Henry Strother 
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Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thomas 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred. Dixon 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.SirJohn E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 
Fellowes, Rt HnAilwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt HnSirRB.(Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirtRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery. Nir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans-(T’rH’mlts 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham. Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton. RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’derry 
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Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(StaffordsNW. 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, FrederickWilliam 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(KentFaversham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kerr, Jchn 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S, 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn, Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Arche Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool!) 
M ‘Iver, SirLewis( EdinburghW) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A, H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirHE.(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorten 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Batn) 
Myers, William Henry 
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| Nicholson, William Graham 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer : 
Perey, Karl 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Nir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
ridley, S. Forde 
Xitchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
2Zobinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
found, Rt. Hon, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire ) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col, Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC.( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Shear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset ) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon, Lord (Lanes, ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Ciarles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E, (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. HnJG.(OxfdUniv) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Sir Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lynn 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,Todd- SirW.H.( Yorks. ) 





Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
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Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Wortley, Rt. Hoa. C. B.Stuart- | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong | 


Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the 
Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit again 
to-morrow. 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED 
FOND}. 

Resolution reported, “‘That it is ex- 

pedient to make further provision for the 

construction of works 


of the Royal Navy, and to authorise the 
issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of 


such sums not exceeding £5,835,000 as | 


may be require! for those purposes, and 


to make provision for raising in the 


manner provided by Section 5 of the 
Naval Works Act, 1895, the sams so 


issued by Terminable Annuities for a | 


period not exceeding thirty years from 
the dates of the borrowing.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that ona point of order he wished to 
know whether he could now move the 
Amendment of which he had given notice. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said thatif there was 
any Amendment to be moved, now was 
the time to move it. 


Mr. SOARES said he would move as 
an Amendment in thesecond line of the 
Motion after the word ‘‘ works,”’ to insert 
the words ‘already commenced.” If 
his Amendment were adopted the 
Resolution would read that “it is 
expedient to make provision for the 
construction of works already com- 
menced in the United Kingdom and 
elsewhere.” He was quite aware that 
the Government had made a representa- 
tion to the effect that there would be no 
more Naval Works Bills introduced in 
future, and that the expenditure on 
these works would henceforth be paid for 
out of revenue and dealt with on the 
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| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


in the United | 
Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes | 


| finished tall 
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| TELLERS FOR THE Noxzs— 
| Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia, 


Estimates. Bat it was possible that it 
might be convenient for a Government 
in time to come to introduce a Naval 
Works Bill, and, therefore, he thought 
the Amendment he now proposed was 
necessary, because he saw that accord- 
ing to the Resolution the Government 
proposed to spend part of the £5,835,000 
on new works which had not 
commenced. He did not intend to 
vo into all the particulars in detail 


vet been 


but he should like to call the 
attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
/man to the items, ‘for  coaling 


facilities and fuel storage.” In a nove 
with regard to that, it was stated that 
considerable difficulty had been ex- 
perienc din obtaining sites in connection 
with the coaling schemes, and that it 
was net anticipated that the work 
provided for in the estimate could be 
1907-8. If that meant 
anything, it meant that the Admiralty 
were actually proposing to purchase 
Surely that was beg nning 
new work with a vengeance. There 
were many other items. For instance, 
‘there was “the Gibraltar dockyard ex- 
| tension,” in which case they were told 
\that the ‘reservoirs, provision for the 
| dockyard emplovees, etc.,” would not 
be completed till after 105-6. All 
those works had yet to be begun, 
and he did not think they ought 
to be asked to vote money for them 
after the representations made to 
them by the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty. There were minor matters, 
such as the finishing of roads, and paving 
at Chatham, but he did not object to that, 
for he thought it reasonable. He thought, 
however, that they ought to have new 
works in the Estimates as promised. In 
his opinion the present was a_ totally 
unsatisfactory way of dealing with the 
matter. It undoubtedly led to extrava- 
gance, and it deprived the House of 
control. He therefore begged to move. 


new sites. 


Me. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) seconded. He 
said that everybody understood the pledge 
given in 1903 to mean that no new 
matter would be introduced into the 








Pe or ee ea 


W 
In 
ly 
he 


ol 


He 
ge 
ew 
he 





929 Nava! Werks 


Works Bill, and that no new works, not | 


already begun, were to have any money 
spent upon them under the Bill. The 
whole transactions with regard to the 
Works Bill, however, had been so obscure 
that the House had been led to look 
upon it as coming to an end year after 
vear, but they still had it produced 
hefore them, and there was the same 
demand for money under it. It was 
only in a death-bed repentance—when 
the Government knew that they could 
not carry on much longer — that they 
said that next year they would not have 
a Bill, Such a promise was a perfect 
farce. The original promise also was a 
firee. It was a mere farce to tell them 
that the Works Bill would not be in- 
creased in any way and at the same 
time to increase it by adding new items 
instead of paying for them out of the 
revenue of the country. When the pledge 
was made there was a general feeling, 
even on the Treasury Bench, that the 
Works Bills were bad policy and that they 
were to be curtailed, but the Government 
had gone on increasing the expenditure 
under the Bill vear by year. He con- 
idered the Amendment should be ac- 
cepted, and that, as the pledge given had 
been evaded, thev ought to have some- 
thing definite inserted to show that the 
(Government was in earnest and would do 
something t» curtail this ridiculous ex- 
penditure, which confused accounts and 
the money market without providing 
anVYthing which could not be provided | 
out of income if the business of the | 
country were properly carried on. 
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items and individual portions of those 
items. The works under the headings of 
“ coaling facilities,” “electric lighting and 

ver? and “ coastguard buildings.” were 
power ” and “ coastguard buildings,”’ were 
all necessary and were made up ofa large 
number of separate items. 


Mr. SOARES: Is 


new Works 2 


not buying sites 


oS 


*\Mrn.w ARTHUR LEE said there was a 
sum provided for new facilities for the 
couing of the Fleet in different ports 
of the Empire, but it was impossible to 
take out one particular portion of a 
scheme in order to fall in with the hon. 
Member's view, It was a complete scheme 
for the coaling of the Fleet, and it was 
not possible, b:cause one item might not 
hive been commenced in a particular 
district, to drop it out. “Electric 
lighting and power” included a large 
number of small works in different ports 
and harbours, and it woull be quite 
impossible to break a piece out of the 
middle or off the edges of schemes which 
had been thoroughly considered by the 
Admiralty and which had been in pro- 
gress now forsome years. Tf the Amend- 
ment were carried, it would have the 
effect of leaving gaps in complete schemes, 
and would in that way b2 detrimental to 
the best interests of the Navy. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
sald he understood the right hon, Gentle- 
man to say that there were no new works 
and that ali the money asked for was in 


respect of works already begun. Could 


| he reconcile that with the statement of 


Amendment proposed— 


**In line 2, after the word ‘ works’ to insert 
the words ‘already commenced.’ — (Vr. 
Soares.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


| the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
July 25th, 1904, when he said, speaking 


in reply to a debate in Committee on the 


| Finance Bill, that he gathered that the 


hon. Gentlemen were rather anxious that 
the growth of small borrowings should be 


| closely watched and not made a perma- 


| nent part of their financial system. He 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or vue ADMIR- | 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Lez, Hampshire, | 
Fareham) said he did not think it was | 
possible for the Government to accept | 
the Amendment which was of a/| 
ambiguous character. There were no 
new items in the present Bill, and | 
all the items in the schedule had | 
already been commenced. It was | 
impossible to distinguish between new | 


was very much in accord with hon. 
Gentleman opposite, but he was bound to 
point out that works already sanctioned 
by Parliament and begun were coming to 
anend. They had overtaken arrears out 
of which they arose, and it would not be 
necessary toask Parliameat to make pro- 
vision for them again. Of course it was 
true that in 1904 the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer did not think his Government 


K 2 
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would be in office a vear later, and he | 
was very well able to promise that he ‘there were Supplementary Estimates and 
and his Party would not be responsible | Bills for raising loans, The existing 
again for asking the House to make up | financial system was altogether against 
arrears in respect of works already | the commercial interests of the country, 
authorised. But in face of that statement | because the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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In addition to the ordinary Estimates, 


they were now asked to authorise an expen- 
diture of nearly £6,000,000 in respect of 
old works, 
statement of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer? He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that part of the works 
consisted of coaling facilities, but were 
they new or old? Ii they were old, he 
was met by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and if they were new he was met 
by the pledge given by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that he would not again 
ask the House to vote new works by this 
method. The right hon. Gentleman ought 
not to ask them to authorise these works 
by Bill; he ought frankly to 

them to vote them on the Estimates. 


ask 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
that even if the Amendment were not 


Was it consistent with the | 


| was obliged to go into the money market 

for loans, thereby raising the price of 
money, and withdrawing it from the use 
of the commercial community. The com- 
| mercial aspect of the question ought to 
| be considered altogether apart from Party 
| politics. He protested against the whole 
tnancial system of the Government ; 
| they were spending money recklessly in 
| all directions. He hoped the hon. Mem- 
| ber would go to a division, as he thought 
|it was time fresh financial management 
| was instituted. No explanation whatever 
‘had been given of the purposes for which 

this money was required. One of the 
| principle functions of that House was to 
| exercise the power of the purse, but that 
| power was largely passing out of their 
/hands into the hands of the Treasury 
| officials. 


accepted something ought to be done to | 


meet the view of h’s hon. friend. 
pledge had been given that no new ex- 
penditure should be provided for by this 
system of loans, and what his hon. friend 
desired was a definite undertaking that 
that pledge would be carried out. The 
reply of the representative of the 
Admiralty was most unsatisfactory. 


£1,000,000 was to be taken for electric 


Al 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) suld it was 
/extremely unsatisfactory that the House 
| should be asked to take up the considera- 
| tion of a matter of such great importance 
_atoneo clock in the morning. The Resolu- 
| tion involved £6,000,000, and the Bill to 
| be founded upon it would be brought in at 
| the fag-end of the session by a sham Gov- 
|ernment and a sham Prime Minister who 





lighting, a work for which provision ought | had fortified themselves by a sham vote 
never to be made by way ot loan, and its | of confidence. The hon. Member for 
inclusion n the Bill would be a flagrant | Rxeter had repeatedly drawn attention 
violation of the understanding which had | to the odious and improper practice of 
been arrived at. The Amendment was | pretending to pay off the National Debt 
extremely reasonable; it would allow | }y the Sinking Fund and neutralising the 
works already commenced to be provided | ejjects of those payments by the passing 
for, and it simply asked the Government | of Naval Works and similar Acts. No 
to give effect to its promise that no new | practice more injuriously affected national 
works should be undertaken under this | finance or the public service than the 
system. bringing in of numerous Loans Bills in 
the course of a session, Aiter ten years 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick), 9s | of this malpractice, during which the 





an Irish representative, protested against | amount involved in these Acts had 
this system of raising money. Ireland | mounted up by millions, the Prime 


would get no share of this expenditure, | Minister and his friends in what might 
although her people had to bear more | be their last vear of office had developed 


than their fair share of taxation. | good resolutions, and for the future, such 
Everyone who took an_ interest in| works were to be charged on the annual 


financial affairs must be aware that the | Estimates. It was really a death-bed 
financial business of the country was | repentance. The hon. Member for Fare- 
conducted on very unbusinesslike lines. | ham had characterised the Amendment 


M rs Mcke nna. 
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as ambiguous, 
When they were complaining of the great 
and growing expenditure under these Acts 
nothing could be more simple than that 
they should ask for a line to be drawn 
so that the works already commenced 
might be finished, and an undertaking 
given that there should be no further 
extensions of the system. 


The Amendment was justified by the 
extraordinary changes In naval strength 
which had resulted from the war in the 
Far East. For years enormous Esti- 
mates had been voted on the busis of 
the two-Power standard, and now the 
navy of one of those Powers had 
been as completely wiped off the 
slate as though it had never existe.l. 
Was no modification to be introduced as 


a result of the war between Russia and | 


Japan? Was there to be no modifica- 
tion on account of the Anglo-French 
Agreement? The time had come when 
these great questions of naval policy 
must be considered from a new point of 
view. The Amendment would at least 
enable the House to terminate the lia- 
bilities which were now being contracted 
with the life of the present Government. 


He asked the House to consider some 
of the details of the Memorandum which 
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sible on account of improvements in 
inodern guns. He had himself taken a 
very keen amateur interest in this ques- 


' tion, and he had visited Gibraltar for 


had been supplied to them, and which | 


dealt with all sorts of matters, When 
they remembered the wasteful expendi- 
ture which had taken place at Gibraltar 
they were not encouraged to commit 
themselves to new enterprises beyond 
those which they had already undertaken 
at Gibraltar. When the defences at 
Gibraltar were first undertaken they 
fell back upon the naval experts, who 
stated that Gibraltar was impregnable. 
When those great military and naval 
works were nearly completed the same 
experts said that Gibraltar was indefen- 





the purpose of examining into the truth 
of all the statements which had been 
made, and which were the subject of an 
inquiry by a Commission. When mis- 
takes of this kind were made by experts 
and by the Government it was not un- 
natural that hon. Members should be ready 


and willing to associate themselves 
with an Amendmen: such as_ that 
which was now before the House, 


in order to limit such undertakings which 
would commit them to the expenditure 
of a large sum of money in the future. 
Then there was the item for the dockyard 
extension at Hong-Kong, a matter which 
it did not appear to him had been pro- 
perly thought out by the naval authori- 
ties in view of the alteration and changes 
in the naval power of the Far East. 
There were a good many other points to 
which he would like to refer, but, as they 
were aware, a vote in the House of Com- 
mons had apparently no meaning, and 
the Prime Minister had very little public 
respect—[MINISTERIAL cues of “Oh, 
oh!’’?]—and so he would reserve what he 
had to say until the main Question was 
put. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) rose 
to continue the debate. 


Mr. A. J. BaLFour rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 230; Noes, 
181. (Division List No. 505.) 


AYES. 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe] 
Allhusen, Augustus Hl. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colone] James Robert 





Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

3alfour, Rt. Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
3anbury, Sir Fredk. George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 





Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Ailen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbel1,J-H.M. (DublinUniv. 
Carlile, Wliliam Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H, 
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Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Ceci1, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberiain,Rt.Hn.J.A. (Wor. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir J. C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

* Dosford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ. (Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt.Hn.SirRB (Inv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’r H’ml’ts 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William’ Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHuLord G.\ Middx 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd‘ndery 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Tlomwas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynen’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 
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Heath,SirJames (Staffords.NW {| Percy, Earl 


Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T, 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J, (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn, James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon, Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyor, Hn. Geo, T. (Denbigh 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon, Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W. (Mile Enc) 
Lee, A. H. (Hanis., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N, 8, 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col, Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 


| Tollemache, Henry James 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian. 

Manners, Lord Ceci} 

Marks, Harry Hananei 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 





| 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R, 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edwari 
Purvis, Robert 


; Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon, Chas, T. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Rovds, Clement Molyneux 


Ruthertord, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Sackville, Col. S, G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex, 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, A. H. (Hereford, East) 


| Smith, H.C.(North’mb. Tynes’e 


Snith, Rt HnJ Parker (Lanarks) 


| Smith, Hn, W. F. D. (Strand) 


Stanley, Hn, Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas, (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E, (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxt'd Unis 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tuff, Charles 
| Turnour, Viscount. 
| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE (Wigt’n | 
| Warde, Colonel C. E. : 

| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunt’n 
| Whiteley,H. (Ashton und.Lyne 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmerton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Montagu, Hn, J.Scott (Hants.) | 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, J). J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col, Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


NOES. 


Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


| 


Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon: 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. 5.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 





Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Nir 
Alexander Acland - Hood, 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard ee. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
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M. (Edinburgh) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buxton, NE(York,NR, Whitby 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
impbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
vwiston, Richard Knight 
Frederick 

Frederick William 


OT 


Brown, G. 


( 

Caw ley, 
Chance, 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-{Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P- C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Duffy, “"™ J. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
‘dwards, F rank 
mpi Master of 
Ellice,CaptEC(S Andrw’s Bghs 
Milis, John Edward (Notts.) 
ismonde, Sir Thomas 

D bag Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Fr alk James Patrick 
Fenwick, —— 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fi 

F 

Fi 


(Lanark) 


. - h, P 
,W illiam 

eB Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Cilhooly, James 
(roddard, Daniel Ford 
(riffith, El 
Hammond, 
Harcourt, 
Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr 
Harrington, Timothy 
H 1yden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 


lis J. 
Jghn 
Lewis 
Tydvil) 








Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted.” 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose, Robert ‘ 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Baker, Joseph Allen . 


Barran, Rowland Hirst | 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson EF. 

Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 


Partington, Oswald 

Peale, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 


Fredk. 


Kilbride, Denis Roe, Sir Thomas 

Labouchere, Henry Rose, Charles Day 

Lambert, George Russell, T. W. | 

Lamont, Norman Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Langley, Batty Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson. Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
Lough,.Thomas 


Lundon, W. Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Lyell, Charles Henry Slack, John Bamford 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer,Rt.Hn.CR( Northants. ) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 


MW’ Fadden, Edward 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M Kean, John 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M’ Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Manstield, Horace Rendall Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Markham, Arthur Basil Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N) Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Mooney, John J. Tomkinson, James 

Moss, Samuel Toulmin, George 

Muldoon, John Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Murnaghan, George Tully, Jasper 

Murphy, John Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Nannetti, Joseph P. Wallace, Robert 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, Geo (York, W.R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
©’ Brien, tae ick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, = ) 
0’Connor, ge (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, P. (Live ae 1) 


O'Donnell, nia n (Mayo, S.) Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
O'Dowd, John Wood, James 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersf’d 


O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy. P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 


THE NoEs—Mr. 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR 
Herbert Gladstone 
William M*‘Arthur. 


‘That those The House divided :—Ayes, 178; Noes 


229. (Division List No. 506.) 
AYES. 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bell, Richard | Burke, E. Haviland 
Black, Alexander William Buxton, N.E( York, NRWhitby 
Boland, John | Buxton, S. Charles (Poplar) 


Brown, GeorgeM.(Edinburgh) | Caldwell, James 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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*Mr. REA (Gloucester) moved in line 4 
to leave out “£5,835,000" and insert 
*¢ £3,835.000.” He 
that considerable reduction’ not because 





said he moved 
he disputed the necessity of any item 
in the schedule, and not 
a layman, he ventured to assert that anv 


because, as 


single item was excessive; but because 
he strongly maintained that this was not 
the right wav to pay for the expenditure. 
It was bad finance to distribute the 
expenditure for a great many of these 
items over thirty years. They ought 
to have been included in the Estimates. 
For instance, possibly some of the 
£500,000 for coaling facilities was for 
land, but the greater portion was for 
Then 


£1,000,000 for electric lighting and power. 


machinery. there was over 
It seemed to him an indefensible financial 
policy to put that item into a Naval 
Works Pill at all. He was perfectly 
would be that local 


authorities were permitted to borrow 


aware it said 
money for precisely the same period for the 
same purpose, but hon. Members on the 
other side never ceased to criticise them 
for it; and they were imitating the local 
authorities in the worst and most un- 
sound particular of their finance. It 
was all very well for the Government 
to say they would borrow no more, 
but they were leaving as a legacy to 
their successors a permanent charge of 
£5,000,000 per annum in respect of a 
debt amounting to £40,000,000. sterling 
for expenditure. all of which ought to 


have been found year by vear. 


He wished to ask the Govern- 


ment one Question with regard to 


Dover Harbour. Was the expenditure 
in respect of that harbour altogether 


naval expenditure, or were they not 


providing out of the taxes for a com- 


{COMMONS} 





[Consolidated Fund}. 304 


mercial port at Dover! Was it not a 
that had 
brought to bear upon the Department 


fact local pressure been 


so that they were providing a com- 
mercial free port at Dover! Free ports 
conduced to the commercial prosperity 
of a country, but the port of Dover 
was ofa peculiar character. It appeared 
to be too small to be of any use for 
any English shipping firm, but it 
was used now as a free port bv the,Ger- 
man steamers who called there and 
gathered up passengers for America 
without paying those ordinary dues 
which English firms had to pay at 
Southampton Liverpool, and elsewhere. 
That appeared to him to have been the 
peculiar result of their first experiment 
in establishing free commercial ports. He 
would like an Answer to that particular 
Question. He did not blame the Depart- 
ment because he believed it had brought 
its expenditure on the item down to the 
smallest point; but other interests had 
prevailed and made it imperative that 


the provision should be made. 


Mr. AINSWORTH seconded. He said 
he would give one item to show how the 
columns were prepared, and, if the others 
were at all of the same character, he 
thought the House would come to the 
conclusion that before 
£6,000,000 they had better know a little 


more as to how the estimates were made 


they voted 


up. They were asked to authorise ay 
expenditure of £49,520 in the next thre’ 
The total cost of the 
preliminary works was £200,000, and up 
to March 31st, 1904, £147,000 odd had 


been expended. That expenditure was 


years at Rosyth. 


practically for the acquisition of a site, 
obtained with the idea of establishing a 


naval base; but they had always been 
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told that the character of the base was 
and it 
quite probable they were going on 


still under consideration, was 


surveying to see what the resources of 


the site were with a view to decid- 
ing as to the future of the base. 


Why had the estimate for survey charge: 
jumped trom £3,090 to £50,0007 He 
would give the reason. The original 
Estimate was for £210,000, and as only 
£150.000 had been spent the Department 
hell the view that they must get rid of 
the £50,000. There 


several railway directors present. 


balance oi were 
They 
knew that they could put into their half- 
yearly statements any estimated expen- 
diture they liked, but the shareholders 
would so n have something to say if they 
were told that £100,000 had been spent 
simply because the expenditure 


Was 
authorised, Some further explanation 


of these items was necessary, and he 


thought that when so large an expen- 
diture was involved the Chaneellor of 
the Exchequer ought to be in his place. 
Amendment propose | — 
‘In line 4, to leave out ££5,835,0002 and 
to insert © £3,835,000.° °—(.Wr. Rev.) 


Question proposed, * That ‘£5,835,.000° 


stand part of the said Resolution.” 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that if the 
hon. Member for Argyllshire had been 
present when this matter was last dis- 
cussed he would have heard certain facts 
which would have relieved him of the 
necessity of making the speech he had 
just delivered about the Rosyth expendi- 
ture. It was then stated that the total 
estimate for Rosyth was £2,500,000, the 
balance of which would be provided in 


the ordinary Navy Estimates, in accord- 
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ance with the generally expressed wisi 


of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. AINSWORTH asked why the 
proposed expenditure under this Resolu- 
tion was exactly the amount of the 
difference between the sum already spent 
and the £200,000 originally talked about. 

*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said it 
obvious that the unexpended balance of 
the £200,000 


carrying on the preliminary works, and 


was 


remained available tor 


it would be so used until it was ex- 
hausted. It was not provided altogether 


for surveying, but for preliminary works. 


Me. CHURCHILL asked what were 
the prelimiiary works. 
*Mr, 


included the 


ARTHUR LEE 


purchase of 


said they 
land, the 
the surveying of 
staff, 


arrange- 


erection of offices, 


the site, the expenses of the 


the plans, 


ments for making a railway connection 


preparation of 


and for water supply, and other items 
of that character, ‘Lhe proposed reduc- 
tion could not be accepted; it would 
practically destroy the Bill, and make 
it impossible to proceed with works 
already sanctioned tor which contracts 


had 


Government in the uneviable position 


been made, thus placing the 


connection with their 
hon. Member had not 


proposed to effect the 


of defaulters in 
The 


how he 


contracts. 
shown 
reduction, but had based his case mainly 
upon objections to the general principle 
of borrowing, particularly referring to 
electric lighting. thereby disregarding the 
precedents set by almost every municipal 
When this 


particular item was introduced in the 


authority in the Kingdom. 
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late in the day to come forward now 
with these fundamental objections. As 
to the legacy of debt which the hon. 
Member 


said the Government would 


leave to their successors, he did not 
know whence the hon. Member got his 


figures. 


*Mr. REA said he gave the amount of 
terminable annuities for works altogether, 
naval, military, and civil. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he understood 
the bon. Member to be referring to naval 
works alone. This system of borrowing 
was originated by a Liberal Government: 
it had been sanctioned on many occasions, 
and it would be quite impossible for the 
(rovernment to agree to the proposed 


reduction. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said the hon. Member really 
missed the point of their objections to the 
Bill. The Amendment afforded a real 
test of the sincerity of the Government 
in their declaration that there should be 
no more of these loans in the future. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I did not say 
that the Government would not borrow 


any further by Loans Bills. It is obvious 


that there are certain amounts still 
unprovided for. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 


while he and his friends did not say there 
should not be any loans under any con- 
ditions, they adhered generally to the 
view that these works should be paid 


The 


for out of revenue and not by loan. 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 


‘COMMONS} 


Bill of 1903 it was received without a 
single word of dissent, and it was a little 
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Government had included in the sche- 
dule certain items which ought never 
to have been met out of loan at all, 
If the Government were really desirous 
that these expenses should be met out of 
revenue in future they ought to show 
their sincerity by placing them in their 
annual expenditure for the current year 
instead of borrowing. Such matters as 
electric lighting ought clearly to come 
He did 
not quite understand the explanation 


out of revenue and not loans. 


which had been given in regard to Rosyth. 
His hon. friend said that £200,000 was 
the preliminary Estimate, and the addi- 
tional expenditure of £2,300,000 would 
At present the 
Government did not know what they 


be borne out of revenue. 


were going to spend this money upon, 
With regard to the item for Chatham and 
Portsmouth he noticed certain items for 
additional 
buildings which he did not think ought 
to be placed in a Loans Bill. Why 
should those who might succeed the 


works and supplementary 


present Government be saddled with this 
The 


Government should have met this ex- 


heavy expenditure upon Rosyth ‘ 


penditure out of revenue instead of 
reducing taxation, and they ought not 
to pass on liabilities amounting to 
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000 to their sue- 
cessors. He thought they were quite 
justified in raising the whole principle of 
these Loan Bills whenever they got an 
opportunity. 


Mr. McKENNA said the hon, Gentle- 
man who spoke on behalf of the Govern- 
ment excused himself and the Goveriment 
on the ground that the present Opposition 
introduced the system of Loans Bills, and 
he said that the last Liberal Government 
raised £800,000 in that way. Was the 
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1e- [| House aware that the present Grovern- 
yer J had raised £68,000,000 in this 
ll. | The hon. Member for Argyllshire had 
us | asked why the representative of the 
He thought 
less than a scandal that 
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quer distinctly stated that all the out- 
way ?| standing arrears had been paid off, and 
in face of that statement this Bill was 
brought forward and no representative 
of the 
port the emphatic statements which had 
The hon. 


Member for Fareham had now made a 


of | Treasury was not present. Treasury was present to sup- 


little 
eir | the Treasury was not represented whilst 


OW it Was 
been made o: 


the subject. 


ar | this question was under discussion. 


as | Speaking on the Second Reading of the | proposal to the House, in direct con- 


me | Finance Bill the Secretary to the|}tradiction of the express statement 
lid | Treasury said that the Chancellor of the | made by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
on | Exchequer, in his Budget speech clearly | chequer, and as a protest against the 


intimated that he would | absence of the 


the 


military, or 


th. and distinctly of any representative 
anc j } 


as | discourage the idea of adding to Treasury he begged to move the adjourn- 
di: | National Debt by 
ld public works, and he stated that the 


assured that 


naval, ment of the debate. 


he House might rest any Mr. A. J. Babrour rose in his place, avid 


ey assistance they could give in that direc-| claimed to move. ‘That the Question 
mn, tion would be welcomed by the Chancellor | be now put.” 


nd | of the Exchequer. That was a pledge 


lor which was given this vear, and vet| Question put, ‘That the Question be 
ry not one word was said about the in-| now put.” 
ht tentions of the Government in re- 


hy J ard to such a measure as this, At The House divided :—Ayes, 218 ; Noes, 
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ite Arrol, Sir William | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Doxford, Sir William Theodore 

of Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cautley, Henry Strother Duke, Henry Edward 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH | Cavendish,V.C.W.(Derbyshire) | Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart 

an Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Jailey, James (Walworth) Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Baird, Jchn George Alexander | Chamberlain.Rt.HnJ.A.(Wore. | Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Balearres, Lord Chapman, Edward Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Clive, Captain Perey A. Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 

le- Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Finlay,Rt.Hn.SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Fisher, William Hayes 

n- Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | | ¢ ‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Janbury, Sir Frederick George | Compton, Lord Alwyne Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 

nt Banner, John S. Harmood- | Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Cripps, Charles Alfred Flower, Sir Ernest 

- Bhownagree, Sir M. M. | Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile Forster, Henry William 

nd Bignold, Sir Arthur | Dalkeith, Earl of Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S se 
Bigwood, James Dalrymple, Sir Charles Gardner, Ernest 

nt Bingham, Lord Dav enport, W. Bromley- Gordon, J.(Londonderry, South 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 

he Brassey, Albert ' Denny, Colonel Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Graham, Henry Robert 








{COMMONS} 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury | Macdona, John Cumming 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence (KentAshford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords, N.W 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodcge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John( Kent.Faversham 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Kerr. John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie, Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. ) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buxton,N.E.(York,NR, Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 


| Maconochie, A. W. 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


| Maxwell, Rt.HnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 








Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James Greenock 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


NOES, 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
Campbell, Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex, 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Skews-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(Northumb.Tyneside 
Smith, Rt.HnJ.Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M Taggart) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt-Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniy) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw, W. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hor.Sir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colorel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Path) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor. Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quir, Cot. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyrEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptE.G.S(Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander ( Lanark,N) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby, Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jsaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundor, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M’Fadden, Edward 

M Hugh, Patrick F. 

M Kean, John 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 


Question put 


accordingly, 


{25 Juty 1905} 


M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.} 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman Henry 

O’ Brien, Kendal/ Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
tichards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
toche, John (Galway, East) 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 


<eThat 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely,. MajJ.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.{ Northants. 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold Jobn 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan. Charies Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Villiers, Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir. James (Galloway) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, FE. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath. North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood. James 

Woodhouse, SirJ.T; Huddersf’d 


Amherst 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 219 ; Noes, 


‘£5,835,000" stand part of tlie said | 168. (Division List No. 308.) 


Resolution.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen,AugustusHenry Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | 
Arrold- Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hor. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir H- 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James ,Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balcarres, Lord 
salfour,Rt.Hn.A. J. \Manch’r.) | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 


| 
! 


AYES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell,J.H.M.(DublinUniv. ) 


Carlile, William Walter 


Gautley, Henry Strother 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J A.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davenport, W. Bromley- 

| Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) | Dimsdale,Rt.Hon.SirJoseph C. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
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Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke. Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes.Rt.Hn.Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay. Rt. HnSirR B.(Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy. Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster. Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W.) 
Gardner. Ernest 

tibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gordon,.J.(Londonderry, South 
Gordon,Maj. Evans-(T’rH’mI’ts 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, Jolin 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie. Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton.Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F. Leverton (T'ynem’th) 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N.W.) 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope.J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 





Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Jaker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Beaumont, Wentworth ©. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 





{COMMONS} 


Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson,Hn.H..L.W. (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
| Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Macdona, John Cumming 
| Maconochie, A. W. 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Jan 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH. E( Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charls J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankip, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 


NOES. 


srown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, FE. Haviland- 
Buxton,N.E.( YorkN.R.Whitby 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 

| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Xoyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col. Edw. J. 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, A H (Hertford, Kast) 
Smith, HC.(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. Hon. J. P. (Lanark) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanecs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M-Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Wiliam Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H, 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley,H.(Ashtonund. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Cawley, Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crear, Eugene 


Cremer, William Randal 
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Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway ) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenn, , N.) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Captk.C.(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. BF. 

Gilhooly, James 

(iladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
(iriffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Ilayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Isaacs, Rufus Danicl 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W.) 





asked 


Mr. SOARES 


Amendment having been 


the main Question could be debated. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That question does 
no’ arise out of anything that occurred 
bofore or during the division. 


whether, 


{25 JuLy 1905} 


Kilbride, Denis 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Done 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, Ceoree 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

Q Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 


eal, W.) 


| O'Mara, James 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

O Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

teddy, M. 


the 
disposed of, 
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Redmond, J. Kk. (Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John (Galway, Fast) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, 'T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R (Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 
‘omkinson, James 

Youlmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 
Villiers, Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
\\ hiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse,Sir JT(Huddersf’d 


Amherst 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Russell Rea and Mr. Ains- 
worth. 


Mr. A. J. Babrour claimed, “ That the 


Main Question be‘now put.” 


Question put accordingly, “ That this 
House doth agree with the Committee in 


the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 219; Noes,159. (Division List No. 309.) 


-Gardner, James Tynte 
ew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Agg 
\en 
\ll 


AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 


! | Arkwright, John Stanhope 
husen, Augustus HenryEden | Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.HuchO. 


VOL. CL. [Fourtn Srrizs. | [, 


| Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher Rt. HmsSir Hi 
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Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
3alearres, Lord 
Bafour,Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r.) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
3alfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
3rodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
3rymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J H.M(Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos. H 
Collings, Rt. Hor. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt.Hn.SirJoseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir J(Mane’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnsSirR.B (Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
yardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


\.E 
0 


i Groves, James Grimble 





| 
| 
| 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


| 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


' 
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Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) ; Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 


Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs, 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

! Morgan, D. J. Walthamstow) 
| Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R.F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
{oberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Rt.HnJParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.JG.(Oxf’dUniv, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscourt 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. FE. 

Welby, Lt.-Col.A.CE(Taunton) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton undLyne) 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent,Ashfo’d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Ty nem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords.N.W 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S, 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col, Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A, W. 

MsArthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:lver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
M:Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 


nnd 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH.E(Wigt’n) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R( Bath) | Wi ightson, Sir Then ¢s 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ry burn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxtor, Sydney Chas.(Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas.Ramsay(Galway ) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, RP: 6. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel 'T’. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R..C. Munro (Leith) 
french, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Prety- 


man, and Mr. Lee, 





Wyndham-Quin, Gol. W.H. | 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstreng | 


NOES. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J.Keir(Merthyr'l'ydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt.Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansca 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah \ 
Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M<«Arthur, Wil'iam (Cornwall) 
M'Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

MKean, John 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8). 
O'Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 


“ To 
| the 


make 
construction 
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TELLERS FoR THE AyEs.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John (Galway, Kast) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel!) 
Seely, Maj. J.EB (Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, I. 
Thomas,J. A(Glamorgan,Gowe1 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
White Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioncth) 
Wilson, Henry J (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse, Sir J'T( Huddersf'd 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES — Mr, 
Soares and Mr. Duncan. 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 


further 
of 


provision for 
works in the 
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United Kingdom and elsewhere tor the 


Business at 


purposes of the Royal Navy,” presented 
. » : | 

accordingly, and read the first time; to 

be read a second time upon Friday, and | 


to be printed. [ Bill 287. 


COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT | 
(DENTISTS) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading — read, 


and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT 
(PHYSICIANS) ETC. BILL 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


NEW BILLS. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. 

3111 to amend the law relating to Fac- 
tories and Workshops, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Tennant, Mr. Sydney 
Sir Charles Dilke, Sir 
Stirling Maxwell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 
Talbot, Mr. McKenna, and Mr. Haldane. 


Buxton, John 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
“To amend the law relating to Fac- | 


tories and Workshops,” presented, and 


(COMMONS} 





the House (Supply). 


read the first time; 


5394 
to be read a Second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 288.] 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) 
(No. 2.) 
Bill to amend the law relating to the 


Trial and Detention of Children, ordered 


ito be brought in by Mr. Tennant, Su 


Mr. Mr. 
Crooks, Mr. Melville, Sir John Gorst, and 


Mr. Toulmin. 


Hlowart Vincent. Mildmay, 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN 
(No. 2) BILL. 


“To amend the law relating to the 
Trial and Detention of Children,” pre 


sented, and read the first time; to be 
read i second time upon Tuesday next, 


and to be printed. {Bill 289, ] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY) 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
additional days be allotted io the 
Business of Supply.”—(Sir He Camp- 


three 
hell-Bannerman.) 


‘The House divided :— Ayes, 169; Noes, 
216. (Division List No. 310.) 


YES 


Abraham. William (Cork.N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Buchanan, Thomas 
Burke, KE. Haviland CX 


Claney. John Joseph 
wan, Denis J. 


Ryburn 





Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
(Cork, S.) 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. DB. 

Black, Alexander William 

3oland, John 


jarry, KE. 


srown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 





Buxton,.NE (York. NR,Whithy 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, Jame 

Campbell, John (Armagh, +.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir Hi. 
Causton, Richard Knicht 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chectham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, Willian 
Cullinan, J. 


Randal 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, Willian 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dillon, John 


| Doogan, P. C. 
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Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duly, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptEC(S Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


M* Kean, 
M‘ Kenna, 


| Mitchell, Edw. ( 
| Mooney, 


195 Jury 1905} 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M'Fadden, Edward 
M Hugh, Patrick A. 
John 
Xeginald 
(Sligo, North) 
Fermanagh,N.) 
John J. 
Moss, Samuel 
Muldoon, John 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


M‘Killop, W. 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, 


| Norman, 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Criffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 


Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Higham, John Sharp 

Isaacs, Rufus Danijel 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, Willian(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lambert, Georve 
Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Jones, 


W.) 


Ave-Gardner, James ‘Tynt 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Sti inhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt, Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r.) 
Balfour, ¢ Capt. C. B. (Lornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn, G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
danbury, Sir Frederick George 


Atkinson, 


1" 
O'Connor, 


Joseph (Louth, South) 
Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’ Brien, pegs neve 3 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
James(Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Dowd, John 
| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| Partington, 





O Ke lly, James(Roscommon,N) | 
| White, 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O'Shee, James John 

Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
tea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
tedmond, John E. 
Richards, Thomas 
Rickett, J. Compton 


(Waterford 


NOES, 


Ranner, John S&S. Harmood 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bienold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, Jame 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


the House (Supply). 
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toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
toche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 
Sanfuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Seely,Maj.J.E.B (Isle of Wight) 
| Shackleton, David James 


| Slack, 


| Soares, 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
John Bamford 

Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, ¥. 
| Thomas,JA (Glamorgan,Gowe: 


‘Tomkinson, James 

| Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay 'T. 
| Wason, 


J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
James Galloway 
George (Norfolk) 
Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Weir, 
| White, 


Wood, James 
Woodhouse,Sir JT.( Hudderst d 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 


William M‘Arthur, 


Lerd Hugh (Greenwich) 


A(Wore. 


Cecil, 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hind 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A, 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athele 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
| Dimsdale, 


Rt. Hon. Sir J. CG, 
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Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John FE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon, A, de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn, Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J(Mance’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt HnSirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue ; 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. 8. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon, A. G, H. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans(T’rH’mlets) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon, Thomas F, 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F,Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon, Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H, (Hanley) 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords. NW) 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham ) 
Hozier, Hn, James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred, 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merten 
Kenyon, Hn, Geo, T’. (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 


Adjournment 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 


(RA'TES). 


Order [18th July] for a Return relative 
thereto, read, and discharged.—(Mr. John 


Dewar.) 
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Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgcw ) 


| Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col, Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W) 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Jan 
Manners. Lord Cecil 


| Marks, Harry Hananel 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E.(Wigt’n. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants, ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Ceorge Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edware 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 
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of the House. 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


%emnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward '. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside) 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand ) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley,*Rt. Hon. Lord( Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Paggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Johu M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Wa!ter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
‘Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M.- 
Tuff, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H, 
Warde, Colonel C. EF. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunt’n 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


And, it being after One of the clock, 
Mr. SpeakER adjourned the House with- 
out Question put, pursuant to tbe 
Standing Order. 


Adjourned at Three O’clock 


*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates remsxion by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 26th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


There were thirty private Bills and 
Provisional Orders set down for considera- 
tion, but their progress was again 
“blocked.” 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8%.) ob- 
jected to all the Bills, with the excep- 
tion of the Dublin United Tramways Bil!. 
In this case, however, a Ministerialist 
retaliated by ‘“ blocking ”’ the Bill, which, 
with all the others, was again postponed. 


On the Order for the Second Reading 
of the Central London Railway Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
who was in charge of the business con- 
nected with private Bills, moved that the 
Order be read and discharged and the 
Bill withdrawn. 


Mr. MACVEAGH objected. 
*Ve. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot object to the withdrawal of a 


private Bill. 


The Motion was agreed to 


we the commencement of a Speech indicates remsxion by the Member. 


Mr. CALDWELL made a similar 
Motion with regard to the Great Northern, 
© Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 2) 
~ Bill. 


Mr. MACVEAGH renewed his ob- 


, jection. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already told | 
the hon. Member he has no power to 
object. 


Mr. MACVEAGH, on a point of order, 
asked the Speaker whether such a Motion 
could only be sanctioned with the leave | 
of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No objection can be 
taken to the withdrawal of a private Bill. | 


VOL. CL. [Fourtn Sertzs.] 
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An hon. Member may object to progress 


being made with a Bill, but not to its 
withdrawal. 


Bill Business. 


The Motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe) asked the Chairman of Com- 
mittees whether he had come tu any 
conclusion as to the course he proposed 
to take in the circumstances which had 
arisen in regard to private Bills. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) said this was a matter that 
rested with him as Chairman of Com- 
mittees and did not concern the 
xovernment in any way. He regretted 
very much the course that had been 
taken, though hon. Members might take 
what course they pleased. It appeared 
to him extremely hard that private 
people and corporations, after they had 
spent perhaps tens of thousands of 
pounds in the promotion of Bills—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
You have no right to deliver a lecture. 
Answer the Question. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON was understood 
to say that, if the opposition were 
persisted in, it was his intentior to put 
down a Motion suspending all the Bills 
whose progress had been barred until next 
session. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Is that what is 
known as a hanging-up Motion ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Yes. As at 
present advised, that is what will be 
done. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Do I understand the hon. Gentleman to 
say that he proposes to move that the 
whole of these thirty odd Bills shall be 
deferred to next session ? 

Sir. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Yes, 


It has been done on many occasions. 


I think there are seven or eight pre- 
cedents for this course. 


M 
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Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill (by Order); Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway Bill (by Order) ; 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill 
(by Order); London and North Western 
Railway Bill (by Order); Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways Bill (by Order); 
Dublin United Tramways Bill (by Order) ; 
Midland Railway Bill (by Order); Skeg- 
néss Water Bill (by Order); Woolwich 
Borough Council Bill (by Order). Con- 
sideration of Lords Amendments deferred 
till To-morrow. 

Formby Township Bill [Lords] (by 
Order); Workington Harbour and Dock 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Llandrindod 
Wells Urban District Council Bill [Lords] 
(by Order); Matlock Bath Improvement 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company (Acton District) 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Sheffield Uni- 
versity Bill [Lords] (by Order); South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords] (by 
Order). Third Reading deferred till 
To-morrow. 

Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords] (by Order}; Shepton Mallet 
Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill 
[Lords] (by Order); Bristcl Blind 
Asylum Bill [Lords] (by Order); 
Corbett Estate Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
County of London Electric Supply Com- 
pany Bill [Lords] (by Order); Humber 
Conservancy Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire 
Water Board Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; 
Newcastle-upor-Tyne Corporation Bill 
[Lords] (by Order). Consideration, as 
amended, deferred till To-morrow. 


Central London Railway Bill (by Order). 
Order for Second Reading read and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
ton Railway (No. 2) Bill (by Order). 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged, Bill withdrawn, 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confir- 
mation Bill [Lords]; Esk Valley Power 
Gas Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] ; 
Stonehaven Harbour Order Contirmation 
Bill [Lords]. Consideration deferred till 
To-morrow. 

Glasgow Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]. Second Reading 
deferred till To-morrow. 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No, 1) 
Bill [Lords]. Second Reading deferred 
till Monday next (Evening Sitting). 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill [Lords] (by Order). Second 
Reading deferred till Monday next 
(Evening Sitting). 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London, No. 1) Bill {Lords}, 
Reported, without Amendment [Provi- 
sional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. Bill to be read the third 
time To-morrow. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [Lords]. Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to le upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow. 


Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords]; 
Oldham and Saddleworth District Tram. 
ways Bill [Lords]; Ocean Accident and 
Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lords). 
Reported, with Amendments; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas snl 
Water Company Bill [Lord]. Reporte, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS. 

Mr. MACVEAGH, on a point of order, 
asked if it was not the duty of any 
hon. Member who objected to a Return 
being granted to be in his place to raise 
the objection ? Was there anything in 
the Standing Order entitling him to 
claim that the mere expression of an 
opinion outside the House was sufficient 
to prevent a Return being issued @ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The custom of the 
House has always been that, before a 
Member can move a Return he shall 
present a letter from the Department 
concerned declaring it unopposed. In 
the absence of such authority it is not 
granted. It can, of course, be moved 
after midnight, but then any hon. 
Member can object to it if he chooses. 

PETITIONS. 


CHURCHES: (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour ; to, 
_lie upon the Table. 
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CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACT | 31st March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie 
(1886} AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. upon the Table. 


‘| 

_ Petition from Montrose, in favour ; ‘| paPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
lie upon the Table. THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND)| 1. Inquiry into Charities (County of 

BILL. | Wilts). Further Return relative thereto 

Petitior from Montrose, in favour; to|[ordered 9th August, 1901; Mr. 

lie upon the Table. | Griffith Boscawen]; to be printed. [No. 266.] 


SINGH, MAHARAJAH MADHO. 2. Royal University of Treland. Copy 
Petition from Bellary and other places | of Account of Receipts and Expenditure 
in India, for inquiry into his case; to. of the Royal University * ireland for 
lie upon the Table. | the year ended 31st March, 1905, together 
, With the Report of the Comptroller and 
SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. | Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to be 
Petition from Montrose, in favour ; to | printed. [No. 267.] 
lie upon the Table. 





| INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINIS- 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL. | TRATIVE COUNTY OF DEVON). 
Petition from Barnsley, for alteration ; Return ordered, “comprising (1) the 
to lie upon the Table. | Reports made to the Charity Com- 


/missioners in the result of an Inquiry 
ie sae held in every parish wholly or partly 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, /within the AP scacstien se pol: of 
Ros Devon into Endowments, subject to the 
INLAND REVENUE. | eeatisinies of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 
Copy presented, of Forty-eighth 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in 
teport Zof the Commissioners, for ;the | whole or in part for the benefit of that 
vear ended Slst March, 1905 [by | county, or of any part thereof, together 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. with the Reports on those Endowments 
= of the Commissioners for inquiring 
— comsusninig: Olaaitinn, 1518-0 
a Digest showing, in the case of each 
such parish, whether any, and, if any, 
what such Endowments are recorded in 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). the books of the Charity Commissioners 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report | in the parish ; and (3) an Index, alphabeti- 
No, 451 (Hong-Kong, Annual Report cally arranged, of names and places 
for 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon| mentioned in the Reports.’ — (Mr. 
the Table. Griffith Boscawen.) 
BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1890 (RULE). | INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
0 au 2k Gk “ek BOROUGH OF SAINT HELENS). 
gl sity 1" i lered, “comprising (1) the 
made pursuant to Section 25 of The | Return ordered, a 


Bankruptey Act, 1890 [by Act]; to lie | Reports made to the Charity Com- 
upon the Table : missioners in the result of an Inquiry 


held in the county borough of St. Helens 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).® | into Endowments, subject to the provi- 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | sions of the Charitable [rusts Acts, 1853 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in 
3457 to 3459 [by Command]; to lie| part for the benefit of that county 


Copy presented, of Fifty-first Report 
of the Postmaster-General [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table, 


upon the Table. borough, or of any part thereof, to- 
ARMY (PENSIONS) gether with the Reports on those 


Endowments of the Commissioners for 
inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 
1837 ; (2) a Digest showing whether any, 
and, if any, what such Endowments are 
ORDNANCE SURVEY. recorded in the books of the Charity 

Copy? presented, of Report of the | Commissioners in the county borough; 
Progress of the Ordnance Survey to the | and 3) an Index, alphabetically arranged 


M 2 


teturn presented, relative thereto 
{Address 20th March ; Captain Norton]; 
to lie upon the Table, 
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of names and pl ces mentioned in the 

Reports.’ —(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 

INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
BOROUGH OF PRESTON). 

Return ordered, ‘‘comprising (1) the 
Reports made to the Charity Commis- 
sioners in the result of an Inquiry held 
in the county borough of Preston into 
Endowments, subject to the provisions 
of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 
1894, and appropriated in whole or in 
part for the benefit of that county 
borough, or of any part thereof, together 
with the Reports on those Endowments 
of the Commissioners for inquiring con- 
cerning Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a: 


Questions. 
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Questions. 


Digest showing whether any, and, if any. 
what such Endowments are recorded in 
the books of the Charity Commissioners 
in the county borough; and (3) an Index, 
alphabetically arranged, of names and 
places mentioned in the Reports.”— 
(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
LOCAL RATES IN CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered, “ giving the amount of 
Local Rates per pound levied during the 
years 1892-3 to 1903-4, inclusive, in each 
parish within the Congested Districts in 
Scotland, as specified in the Sixth An- 
nual Report of the Congested Districts 
Board (Scotland) :— 





Parish Rates. 
County | 


County Rates. 


Total. - 
; Notes as to 





and Year. | 
eae 
‘ish. : 
Parish. Owners, Occupiers. 





Owners. Occupiers.; Owners. 


Rates levied 
in Special 


Occupiers.| Districts. 





A... | 1893-4 
&e. 


Argyll: | 1892-3... 
| 1903-4 





| Increase or 
Decrease 
between 
1892-3 & 
1903-4 ... 





| 1892-3 
| &e. 











—(Mr. John Dewar.) 
CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS | 
(IRELAND). | 

Copy presented, of Criminal and Judicial | 
Statistics of Ireland for the year 1904. | 
Part I. Criminal Statistics [by Com- | 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. | 


TRINITY COLLEGE (INTERMEDIATE 
SCHOLARSHIPS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th July; Mr. Walter Long]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 264.] 


NAVY (STATEMENT OF EXCESS), 1903-4. 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Sum required to be voted in order to 
make good Excesses of Navy Expen- 
diture beyond the Grants, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1904 [by Command]; 





referred to the Committee of Supply, | 
(No. 265.] | 


and to be printed. 








QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Southampton Post Office—-Dangerous 
Approach. 
Me. 


TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
LAYNE (Southampton): To ask the 
hon, Member for Chorley, as representing 
the First Commissioner of Works, whether 
he is aWare that, at a meeting recently 
held in Southampton at which a repre- 
sentative of the Office of Works was 
present, it was decided that the approach 


| to the new post office in that town was 


a source of danger to those using it; 
that the attention of the then Post- 
master-Ceneral was drawn to this matter 
before the post office was built, and 
that he replied that there would be no 


/danger and that the site was in every 


way suitable; and whether the Office 
of Works will now make what alterations 
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may be necessary free of all expense to 
the town of Southampton. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) In 
answer to the first paragraph, I have to 
say that a meeting was recently held | 
at Southampton at which representatives 
of the Office of Works were present and 
at which a discussion upon the approach 
to th» new post office took place; no 
decision such as my hon. friend mentions 
was arrived at. The First Commissioner 
is awaiting a communication from the | 
town council and other publie bodies at | 
Southampton; and, pending the arrival | 
of this communication, he is not prepared | 
to make any statement on the subject. | 
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Crown Land Farms Vacant. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state the number of 
Crown land farms mentioned as vacant 
in last year’s Report which are still unlet, 
giving the size of each farm, the county 
in which it is situated, and the length of 
time it has been vacant; and whether 
any steps have been taken to divide the 
larger farms into smaller holdings, or to 
let any portion of them in small holdings 
and allotments. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


The following is the list of farms asked 
for bythe hon. Member :— 





County. Farms, ete. Areas. 
a 1 
Cambridge . A farm and/ 916 1 
lands at Bur- | 
well, 
Hants (Isle of A farm at) 768 3 


Dates when farms, 


: Observations, 
| etc., came into hand. 
p- | 
29 | Michaelmas, 1904 
| 
8 | Ist January, 1903 Transferred to 





Wight). Osborne. | | management of 
| | Commissioners 
of Woods under 
| Osborne Estate 
| | Act, 190? 
Kent (Isle of A farm and/1,157 3 5) Part at Michael- 
Sheppey). lands at| | mas, 1897, part 
Neats Court. | | at Michaelmas, 
| 1899, part at 
| Michaelmas, 
| 1892, and part 
at Michaelmas, 
1903. 
Norfolk. Grassland,; 357 0 0 | Michaelmas, 1883 
Wingland. 
Oxford . A farm at | 490 2 19 | Michaelmas, 1887 
Whichwood, 
Suffolk . A farm at. 572 0 31 | Michaelmas, 1892 
Shimpling. 
Surrey . Land at Esher 16 2 7 | Michaelmas, 1902 Available for 
building. 
Total area 4,279 119 








Steps are taken with the view of letting | 
the farms, andany application for a part | 


of one as a smaller holding would be 
considered, but it must be borne in mind 








339 


that a division of the farms into smaller 
holdings except for allotments would 
involve substantial outlay in the pro- 
vision of additional farmhouses and 
buildings. 





Questions. 


Mails from North of Ireland to London. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General if his attention 
has been called to the acceleration in 
service between Derry and London via 
Larne and Stranraer; if he is aware that 
the time allocated from the departure of 
the train from Derry is actually twenty 
minutes longer than it was fourteen 
years ago; if he will arrange for a de- 
parture from Derry of not earlier than 
5.25 p.m., and from Belfast at 7.35 p.m,, 
to connect with the Highland express 
leaving Carlisle at 1.50 a.m., securing 
the same London delivery as at present. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The hon. 
Member is mistaken in supposing that 
the time allowed for the service from 
Londonderry to London, by way of Larne, 
is now twenty minutes longer than it was 
fourteen vears ago. In 1891 the service 
was accelerated, and the despatch from 
Londonderry was made at 2.50 p.m., 
while the arrival in London was at 7.20 
a.m. Now the despatch from London- 
derry is at 4 p.m., and the arrival in 
London 7.10a.m. The journey, therefore, 
occupies one hour twenty minutes less 
than in 1891. I regret that I cannot see 
my way to arrange for the further 
improvement suggested by the hon. 


Member. 


Sorting Clerks and Telegraphists in the 
Savings Bank Department. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
if he can savy what number of sorting 
clerks and telegraphists are employed in 
the Savings Bank Department; can he 
say if the hours and pay in that depart- 
ment are the same as obtain in other 
offices where sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists are solely employed. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
afraid I do not quite understand the hon. 
Member’s Question. There are no sorting 
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clerks and telegraphists on the staff of | 
Bank Department. At 


the Savings 





Questions. d4) 


bank holiday seasons, when there have 
been large numbers of withdrawals by 
telegraph, telegraphists have been sent 
to perform the telegraph work; and in 
the post office adjoining the Savings 
Bank Department, counter clerks and 
telegraphists are employed. These 
officers work the usual eight hours a day. 


Post Office—Reclassification of Offices 
Scheme. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
can now state the date upon which he 
intends to publish his scheme dealing 
with reclassification of offices; and 
whether he will consider the cases of 
these officers who have been waiting from 
five to fifteen years for promotion, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
question of reclassifving offices at towns 
where the cost of living is shown to 
be abnormally high is at present under 
consideration. Jt necessitates careful, 
and, I fear, somewhat prolonged inquiries. 
These inquiries are in progress, but I am 
not in a position to promise an early 
decision. No time shall, however, be lost, 
and I will do my best to expedite matters. 
The case of officers who have been at 
the maximum point of their scale for 
some time past, and whom it has not 
been possible to promote, does not affect 
the inquiry; nor can I admit that the 
fact of any officers being in such a 
position, of itself, constitutes a grievance. 


Privy Council and List of Poisons. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the fact 
that the Council of the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Great Britain recently resolved 
that each of ten different articles should 
be declared a poison within the meaning 
of the Pharmacy Act, 1868, and that, 
in conformity with the Report of the 
Departmental Committee on Poisons, 
and the views of coroners and medical 
men, those ten articles included acetana- 
lide, soluble salts of oxalic acid, and 
sulphonal, he will explain why these 
three articles were excluded from the list 


Of poisons approved by the Lords of the 


Privy Council and advertised accordingly 
in the London Gazette of July 18th. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have communicated on this 
matter with the Lord President of the 
Council, who informs me that the 
Lords of the Privy Council, after con- 
sideration of the substances covered by 
the terms of the resolution of the 
Pharmaceutical Society, and after 
taking expert advice upon the subject, 
decided, in the exercise of the dis- 
cretion with which they are vested by 
Section 2 of The Pharmicy Act, 1868, to 
exclude from their approved list the three 
substances named in the Question. 


Wrongful Imprisonment of Frederick 
Cooper at Salford. 

Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if his attention has been 
culled to the case of Frederick Cooper, of 
Gloucester Street, Salford, who was 
wronglully convicted of an indecent as- 
sault, at the Salford Sessions, on Mav 22nd 
last, and sentenced to three months 
hard labour, and who was released, after 
serving seven weeks of this sentence, upon 
his innocence being established ; and 
whether, under the circumstances of the 
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case, and in view of this man’s present 


condition, it is proposed to offer some 
recompense and reparation to him, 


(Answered by Mr. 
Douglas.) The offence of which Frederick 
Cooper was actually convicted was a 
common assault. Information which 
cime to light after the trial, though it 
did not establish the prisoner’s innocence 
0! this charge, modified materially the 
view which the chairman of quarter 
sessions took of the case: and, on his 
recommendation, I advised the remission 
of the remainder of the sentence; but | 
am sorry I cannot take the view that the 
case is one in which I could suggest to 
the Treasury that a grant should be made 
from public funds. 


Hall-Marking of Foreign Watches. 

Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board otf Trade whether his attention has 
been called to a decision of Mr. Justice 
Channell with regard to the hall-marking 
of foreign watches; and whether he pro- 
poses to take any action, by legislation 


Secretary Akers- | 
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or otherwise, to remove the disabilities 
under which British watch manufacturers 
are now labouring. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) My 
attention has been called to the decision 
in question, and I am informed by the 
Goldsmiths’ Company that they have 
decided to appeal. 


New Drill of Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a new Army drill is being practised 
at the Royal Irish Constabulary depot ; 
and, if so, whether such drill has been 
issued to the forces at large; and, if not, 
by what authority and in what counties 
is the same being practised ; and whether 
the only book as present published on 
the subject of such new drill is one 
compiled by a constable of the force (so 
far unauthorised by the Inspector-General) 
which constables have to buy at their 
own expense ; and whether a newer drill 
has been oris about to be introduced 
into the Army; and, if so, will he 
consider the desirability of withdrawing 
the drill in question and substituting the 
newer Army drill. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
new drill became necessary in consequence 
of the issue to the force of Lee-Metford 
in substitution for Martini-Henry 
carbines, This drill has been practised 
at the constabulary depot, and, tenta- 
tively, in two counties, but it has not 
yet been issued to the force at large. The 
issue of the new arms has only now been 
completed, and a new drill-book, which 
will follow the latest Army drill with 
s'titable modifications, is about to be pre- 
pared and issued to the force. There is 
no obligation on members of the force to 
unauthorised drill-book 


purchase the 


referred to. 


Imprisonment of Indentured Indian 
Labourers in Trinidad. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies how many Indian 
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labourers were serving under indentures 
in Trinidad, and how many of these 
were sentenced to imprisonment, and for 
what offences, in the latest year for which 
the figures are available. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The number of Indian immigrants under 
indenture in 1903 was 8,877. The 
number of natives of India sentenced to 
imprisonment in Trinidad in the same 
year was 2,306; this includes Indians 
not under indenture, who number about 
85,000. Details as to the number of 


indentured immigrants imprisoned, and | 


of the offences for which they were 
sentenced, are not available without 
reference to the colony. 


Cost of Land Settlement in Transvaal 

and Orange River Colony. 

Mr. 
Molton): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies what has been the cost 
of the land settlement to date in the 
Orange River Colony and the Transvaal. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte!tcn.) 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Royal Marine Barracks—Sales of Tickets 
to Recruits. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir. 
alty if he will consider the desirability 
of stopping the practice of soliciting 
young recruits within the barracks to 
purchase tickets for theatrical perform- 
ances in theatres specially provided and 
maintained by His Majesty’s Govern. 
ment for the use of the Royal Marines, 
|and to which the public are freely ad- 
mitted on payment at the doors, 





| THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
|ALTY (Mr. Prerymay, Suffolk, Wood- 
| bridge) : The alleged practice is not known 
| to exist. 

Mr. WEIR: Will the hon. Gentleman 
| make inquiries? It is within my know- 
| ledge that the practice does exist 

| Mr. PRETYMAN:T have made in- 
| quiries and given the hon. Member the 
| information I have received. 


The issues from loan to 29th April last | 
were £2,185,413 4s. 11d., viz., Transvaal | 
£1,070,124 10s. 4d., and Orange River | 


Mr. WEIR: It is false information. 


Colony £1,115,288 14s. 7d. (see p. 67 of 


Cd. 2563), but I am not able to give the | 


total cost, as some part of the cost of 
the Department of Commissioner of 
Lands is no doubt due to land sett!ement, 
and, on the other hand, there must be 
certain small receipts and repayments. 


Supposed Purchase of Foreign Motor- 
Cars for the War Office. 

Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if his Department have 
entered into a contract with a Mr. 
Leinkhauf, or anyone else, to purchase 


350, or any less number, of motor-cars | 
abroad for War Office use; and, if so, | 


whether any opportunity was given to 
English houses to compete for the order. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No contract has been made 
for the purchase of motor-cars abroad 
for War Office use. 


| The Whitworth Coalfields. 

| Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire 
| Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
ito the Admiralty whether he is aware 
| that a South African financier is shortly 
| floating a company to work the Whit- 


| worth Coal Estate in South Wales; 
|whether it is the intention of His 
| Majesty’s Government to acquire an 


| interest in this company; and whether 
|he has received any reports from His 
| Majesty’s imspectors of mines relating 
to the value of this coal for naval pur- 


poses. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The Admiralty 
_have no information as to the alleged 
operations of the South African financier, 
/and have no intention of acquiring any 
‘interest in the property. The Admiralty 


/have taken care to inform themselves as 
to the probable character of the coal 
underlying the Whitworth Estate, but 
[I am not at liberty to state the source 











i$ 


COM om 





345 Questions. 
from which this information has been 


derived. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Is it not the fact 
that three years ago this property was 


offered to the Government and declined | 
on the report received from His Majesty's — 


inspectors of mines that it was valueless, 
and, with a view to the protection of 
the investing public, will the hon. Gentle- 
man publish this report ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I should not like 
to say anything either to appreciate or 
depreciate the value of the property. 
The Admiralty have to deal with the 
matter from the purely national stand- 
point. 


The Volunteers. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary for War a Question 
of which I have given private notice, viz., 
whether his attention has been called to 
a statement made to-day in the Press 
that certain Volunteer units have refused 
to be medically examined as to their fit- 
ness for foreign service in compliance with 
the terms of the recent circular on the 
grounds of its illegality ; and what steps, if 
any, the right: hon. Gentleman proposes 
to take in the matter. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTtER, Belfast, 
W.): I have only this moment received 
the hon. Gentleman’s Question. I have 
had no report of the incident referred to, 
So far as I am aware no question of the 
legality of the order can arise; but if it 
is illegal it cannot be enforced. I would 
remind the hon. Gentleman that the date 
for making the report is October 51st, 
and I have no doubt that the command- 
ing officers will do their best to conform 
to the order, and will supply the Army 
Council with information which is neces- 
sary in the interest of national defence. 


Masor SEELY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what he proposes to do 
in the event of certain Volunteer units 
refusing to comply with the order ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is clearly a hypothetical Question. 
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(| Masor SEELY: No, Sir, it is not 
| hypothetical. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: That remark was 
hardly courteous to the Chair. 


Mayor SEELY: I rise to a point of 
order. I desire to explain that I 
intended no discourtesy to the Chair, 
and to apologise. What I wanted to 
point out to the Secretary of State for War 
was that this incident was reported in 
to-day’s Standard and has in fact 
occurred. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I accept the hon. 
Gentleman’s explanation, but I would 
point out that his Question was as to what 
the right hon. Gentleman intended to 
do in the event of certain things occurring, 
aud that, Iruled, was a purely hypotheti- 
cal Question. 


Alexandria Harbour—Wreckage 
Obstructions. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, with a view to preventing ob- 
struction to British trade entering the 
port of Alexandria, he will instruct Lord 
Cromer to represent to the Egyptian 
Government the des.rability of removing 
wrecks from the Boghas Pass and the 
entrance to Alexandria Harbour; and 
will he state how long the wreck of the 
steamship ‘‘Cairo,” which went aground 
some months ago, was allowed to re- 
main before any attempt was made to 
remove it. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have received no information from 
the Egyptian Government on the subject 
of the hon. Member’s Question. 


The Unemployed Workmen Bill. 

Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale): I beg to askithe President of the 
Local Government Board whether, having 
regard to the experimental character of 
the Unemployed Workmen Bill, and with 
a view to lessening the probabilities of 
objections being raised to its further pro- 
gress, he will agree to introduce words 
which would limit its operation to a 
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period of three years in order that, at the 
end of that time, the whole subject may 
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received is, I think, explained by the 
fact that the partial system of pay. 


be reconsidered; and whether he will) ment of the annual grant by quarterly 
agree to the insertion of words intended | instalments, which has been in force 


to secure that no additional burden 
shall be put upon the rates, and that all 
expenditure under the Bill shall be re- 
couped from the National Exchequer 
out of a special grant in aid of local 
taxation, to be derived, as is already the 
case in the Channel Islands, from a Jand- 
ing charge of one penny per hundred- 
weight levied upon all importations 
which compete with our industries, and 
upon importations generally other than 
raw ma‘erilals. 


Tae PRESIDENT or roe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): As regards the 
first part of the Question, I think that 
three vears would be too short a period 
for the duration of the Bill; but I have 
given notice of an Amendment which 
would limitits operation to ten years. As 
regards the second part of the Question, 
the reply must be in the negative. 


Payment of Education Grants. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether he is aware 
that the grants payable to education 
authorities in respect of elementary 
schools maintained by them, and due 
on Ist May last, are again in arrear; 
and whether he is also aware that ihe 
non-receipt of these grants is causing 
the local education authorities trouble 
and the ratepayers expense in having 
to provide nearly double the amount of 
money than estimated as sufficient at 
the commencement of the half year; 
and what steps he proposes to take in 
this matter. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witttam Anson, Oxford Univer- 
sity): The aid grant and fee grant 
appear to have been paid this year at 
the same times as last year, I pre- 
sume, therefore, that the grants referred 
to by the hon. Member are the annual 
grants. The payment of the annual 
grants accruing for payment on May Ist 


during the past two financial years, 
was discontinued during the early part of 
the present financial year. The Board 
have now made arrangements for the 
continued payment of these instalments 
during this year but no longer. Local 
authorities are, therefore, now receiving 
these instalments. 


Mr. SOARES: Is 
man aware that the dilatoriness in 
this matter is causing great inconveni- 
ence to the town of Barnstaple ? 


the hon. Gentle- 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: No, Sir, | 


am not aware of anything of the sort. 


Island of Lewis Fishing Industry. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether, with a view to assist 
the fishing industry in the Island of 
Lewis, he will consider the expediency of 
establishing a weight-carrying motor-car 
service between Carloway and Storno- 
way, Island of Lewis. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scor: 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): If the 
service referred to by the hon. Member 
is regarded in the island as tending to 
practical and efficient development to 
the fishing industry on the western sea- 
board of the Lews, and application is 
made for assistance in establishing such 
service, the Secretary for Scotland will 
give the matter his favourable con- 
sideration. 


The Beaufort Castle Shooting Case. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state whether 
Scheffer Phipps and Henry Carnegie 
Phipps, of Beaufort Castle, Inverness- 
shire, who were recently committed at 
Inverness on a charge of shooting at four 
men engaged at work on the Beauly 
River, and released on their own 
recegnisances, are still in the United 


Kingdom; and can he tzke any steps to 


has proceeded at least as fast this year 


as last. The difference in the 


sums | 


prevent their fleeing from justice. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON:3, Messrs. 


Phipps were not liberated on their own 
recognisances but on bail 


bonds in 
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common form. Mr. John S. Phipps is at 
present out of the country, but arranged 
before leaving that he would return at 
any time within forty-eight hours. I 
have every reason to believe that they 
intend to meet any charge that may be 
brought against them, I have nothing 
further to add to the Answers I have 
already given to the hon. Member. 


Mr. WEIR: 


has he gone to ? 


What part of the world 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I believe he 
has gone to Paris. 


Girls {Schools in Ireland—Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Ciuief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is now in a 
position to state the number of schools 
for girls in Ireland that have only one 
Too, 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
For the reasons stated in my reply to the 
hon. Member’s similar Question on 6th 
instant, f the Commissioners do not pro- 
pose to make inquiry with the object of 
ascertaining the number of these schools. 


Mr. BOLAND: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the whole country 
is upset by this Rule 127(b). 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Tam not sure 
that that is so, but under any circum- 
stances [ see no reason to differ from the 
conclusion arrived at by the Commis- 
sioners that am inquiry as suggested 
would take a very long time and the 
results would not be such as to justify 
the labour and expense. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Then how 
are the Commissioners going to ascertain if 
the schools are suitable to send young 
boys into 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Obviously 
they must make inquiries of their own, 


Mr. DILLON: But they will not give 
us the information they obtain! 


+ See (4) Debates, exlviii., 1344, 
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The Irish Development Grant. 

Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland where 
the £111,355 5s. 3d., the unexpended 
balance of the Irish Development Grant 
for 1904, is deposited, and at what rate 
of interest; and, if it is not drawing 
interest, if he will arrange for the inviting 
of tenders from the Irish banks for 
deposit interest on this unexpended 
balance; and if he will further arrange 
to have tenders invited from the Irish 
banks on every 3lst of March for the 
use on deposit of whatever may be the 
current balance of the Irish Development 
Grant each year. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The unex- 
pended balance is at present in the 
Paymaster-General’s supply account, and 
not in any interest-bearing account. ‘Lhe 
question whether this balance should be 
temporarily invested is at present en- 
gaging attention. 


Mr. DILLON asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman had ever heard of a 
large sum of money like this on which 
no interest was payable. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): The Irish 
landlords will give 5 per cent. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: As this 
matter is of great importance to Ireland, 
will the right hon. Gentleman pursue 
his inquiries in other directions and 
ascertain whether there are any other 
branches of Irish administration in 
which large sums of money are not 
bearing any interest. 


Me. 


sO. 


WALTER LONG: 


I am doing 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
Does the right hon. Gentleman’s Answer 
mean that this [rish money is being 
used for English purposes when no 
money is available for certain Irish 
purposes ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The money 
is available for use as the Irish Govern- 
ment may think desirable. 








351 Questions. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8): 
is this money deposited ? 


Where 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said it 
rests with the Paymaster-General. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: That is not an 
Answer to the Question. The Question I 
ask is where is this money deposited, | 
and it is no Answer to say that the 
matter rests with the Paymaster-General. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. | 
Gentleman answered that. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: No, Sir, he has | 
not answered it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Answer may | 
not be satisfactory to the hon. Gentle- 
man, but an Answer has been given. 


The Trans-Atlantic Marine Post Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster- | 
General if he has received two petitions 
from the staff on the Dublin and Queens- | 
town T. P. O., relative to appointments 
on the marine post office between Hng- 
land and the United States; and whether, 
in view of monetary loss imposed on these | 
officers by the new arrangements for | 
dealing with American mails, and their | 
experience and service, he will say 
whether it is his intention to appoint 
them positions on the sea post office. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Srantey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
I have had betore me the petitions 
to which the hon. Member refers. 
They appear to be based on a mis- 
apprehension of the facts. No officer 
employed on a travelling post office | 
has a claim to be permanently re- | 
tained on such work, and may be | 
removed at any time when the require- | 
ments of the Department render such 
removal desirable. The allowance which | 
is paid to officers engaged in travelling | 
post office work is paid for subsistence 
and in view of the inconvenience to | 
which the duty is liable, and would, of | 
course, cease when the duty was no longer | 
to be performed. As I explained in| 
Answer to Questions asked, by the hon. | 
Member among others, on the Ytht and | 








t See (4) Debates, exlv., 1339. 
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15th Mayt, the selection of officers for 
the sea post office on board the mail 
packets carrying the mails between this 
country and the United States will be 
governed by convenience in working the 
duty and the competence of the officers 
available; and, in the existing circum- 
stances, it is most convenient to work 
it with staff drawn from the Liverpool 
Office. 


Mr. NANNETTI: May I ask if it be 
not the fact that on every occasion on 


|which letters by the marine post office 


have arrived in Ireland, the corres. 
pondence has been delaved and_ the 
officials there kept onduty extra time so 
that they have lost the nine hours at 


'home to which they are entitled ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I should think not, 
Mr. NANNETTI: Will you inquire} 
Lorp STANLEY; No. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegai,s.): 


Poor bloodsuckers. 


Crown Prosecution at Galway Assizes. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 
asked the Attorney-General for Ireland 
if his attention had been called to the 
report of a speech delivered on behali 
of the Crown by Mr. Powell, K.C., ina 
prosecution at the Galway Assizes, and 
particularly toa statement by the learned 
counsel that “there would be no harm 
if some fellows were whipped in that 
county”? Was Mr. Powell instructed 


| by the right hon. Gentleman to make 


that statement, or in so doing did he 
represent the right hon, Gentleman’s 
views, and if not, what steps would be 
taken to repudiate it ? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL 


THE FOR 


| IRELAND (Mr. Arkrnson, Londonderry, 


N.): I have only just received the 
notice. The report is evidently a con- 
densed one. 


Me. CHARLES DEVLIN: 


statement is clearly made. 


But the 


ATKINSON: 
been 


Mr. 


to have 


There appears 
some discussion 


$ See (4) Debates, exlvi., 277. 
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as to the power to inflict the | Royal Hibernian Academy. 
punishment of whipping under the Act Mr. BOLAND asked the Financial 


of Will. IV., and according to this re- 
port the learned counsel said the 
prisoner could not be whipped, volun- 


teering the additional statement re- 
ferred to in the Question. I need not 
say I was not aware the learned 


counsel was going to say that, and not 
having seen the full report I cannot, of 
course, say whether I approve for dis- 
approve his speech. 


DEVLIN: The 
Men for 


Mr. CHARLES 
matter is a very serious one. 


attending a meeting were sent to prison ! 


for nine months. May I ask the Chief 
Secretary if flogging is to be part and 
parcel of his coercion policy in the 
West of Ireland ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The point of the 
speech was that flogging could not be 
inflicted, and the Judge in his charge to 
the jury said he had no power to order 
it. Therefore it is no part of the 
Government policy. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny. N.): 
Wa: this speech made before a packed 
jury ? Was it delivered for the purpose of 
inciting the Judge to pass a heavier 
sentence ? 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: And is the 
tight hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Judge told the jury it was not a case 
calling for a special jury or a State 
trial ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am aware the 
Judge made some such remark in 
answer to an appeal by the accused, 
who said he was directed by the 
President of the Land League to write 
the letter. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: That is not 
the point Did not the Judge say it 
was pot a case which should be made a 
State trial before a specially packed 
jury ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice of that 
Question. 

Mr. CHARLES I will 
do so. 


DEVLIN: 


Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
was now in a position to state the terms 
of reference to the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the work of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.) said the terms of 
reference to the Committee appointed by 
the Treasury was to inquire into the 
work carried on by the Royal Hibernian 
Academy and the Metropolitan School of 
Art in Dublin, and to report whether 
any measures, and if so what measures, 
should be taken to enable these institu- 
tions to serve the purposes for which 
they were maintained. 


Mr. BOLAND asked why the National 
Gallery was excluded from the inquiry. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he 
did not think there was any particular 
demand for an inquiry into the working 
of the National Gallery, but if it should 
appear in the course of the investigation 
of the Committee that that institution 
should be included he should be glad to 
extend the scope of the inquiry. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.), 
as the Member whose Resolution led to 
the promise to appoint the Committee, 
was understood to say that he only with- 
drew his Motion on the distinct under- 
standing that the inquiry should embrace 
the National Gallery as well. 


Minister of Industry and Commerce. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can now say when it is 
proposed to introduce the Bill to create 
a Minister of Industry and Commerce. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Within the 
next two or three days. 


The Unemployed Workmen Bill. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Prime Minister a 
Question of which I have given him 
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mittee stage of the Unemployed Bill 
has not been set down for this day, as 
the right hon. Gentleman stated last 
week would probably be the case. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
remember the anticipation of business 
to which the hon. Gentleman refers, but 
I think it is very likely that he is quite 
accurate in his memory. but it seems 
to me that the Bill which is down first 
on the Paper is one which has a prior 
claim to any other, and that is the 
reason why I placed it first on the 
Paper. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is it because 
of a statement to the effect that the 
Labour Members were opposed to the 
Unemployed Bill that it was not set 
down for to-day 4 

Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: 


No, Sir, My 


{COMMONS} 


1ight hon. friend the President of the | 


Local Government Board was carrying 
on negotiations last week with various 
sections of the House interested in this 
Bill; but, as far as I am aware, the 
reason I have given was the only reason, 
certainly it was the principal reason, 
why the Scottish Churches Bill was put 
down first. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Can the right 
hon, Gentleman say when the Committee 
stage will be taken ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. But 
I cannot take it any day this week. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) asked on 
what date the Committee stage would 
be reached. Since it was alleged that 
the Labour Members were responsible 
for the delay, he would ask whether it 
was not a new order of things for four 
or five Labour Members in that House 
to dictate the policy of the Government, 
and to say what Bills should be intro- 
duced ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


Member has fallen into an error, not | 
uncommon in this House, in attributing to | 
me statements which I have never made, | 
but which appear to have been made | 
cn my behalf by other people. I have | 


The hon. | 
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private notice, namely, why the Com- | never made a single statement as to the 


obstruction of the Labour 


so-called 
Members. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): Could not the Unem- 
ployed Bill be put down as the second 
order on Friday, in case the Naval Works 
Bill does not occupy the whole sitting. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am bound, of 
course, to consider any arrangement 
about business which may conduce to 
the rapid and peaceful termination of the 
session; but I have been assailed by so 
many threats and suggestions of difficulty 
with regard to legislation that the House 
will recognise that my primary duty is to 
get through the Bills which must be 
passed, in the hope that there will still 
be time left tor Bills which, however 
desirable, are not in the same adm'nis- 
trative category as those to which I 
refer, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether this Bill, which deals with the 
lite of the poor, does not come within the 
category of those that must pass. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member is under a mistake. There 
are a certain number of Bills which must 
absolutely be passed, whoever is in 
power. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is the Churches 
(Scotland) Bill one of these ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
particular crises, like that which has 
made the Scottish Bill necessary, which 
also bring Bills into the category of 
absolutely necessary Bills. The question 
of the unemployed, and the suffering 
which want of employment gives to 
certain classes of the population, is one 
which must exercise the anxiety of every 
man in this House, and of those respon- 
sible for the government of the country. 
But it is nota phenomenon which began 
in 1905; the difficulties connected with 
employment are of very old standing, 
they have been considered by this House 
for many generations; and, though I am 
the last man to underrate the importance 
either of the Government proposals or 
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any other proposals which may be sub- 
mitted dealing with this question, it is 
really a travesty of facts to say that this 
is @ new phenomenon suddenly sprung 
on the world which absolutely requires 
in this session to be dealt with. There 
are much less important matters-— 
relatively insignificant matters—which 
everybody knows must be passed. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: IE a crisis is 
necessary, I can promise the right hon. 
Gentleman that there will be one on 
this question in the winter. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): Can the Prime Minister say 
what Supply is to be taken on the 
remaining allotted days ? I understand 
the suggestion is to take the Education 
Estimate on Monday, the Home Office 
Vote on Tuesday, and the Foreign Office 
Vote on Wednesday. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
And when is it proposed to bring in the 
Irish Land Act Amendment Bill ? 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): Will the Education Vote be 
taken before August Ist, when the new 
Education Code comes into force, seeing 
that that will be the only opportunity 
the House will have of discussing the 
matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
take Estimates on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
and Thursday of next week. To-morrow 
is already allocated to the Colonial Vote, 
and I shall be glad to take the Education 
Vote on Tuesday if that will meet the 
views of hon. Gentlemen opposite. I 
shall probably suggest to the House on 
Monday that the time has arrived when 
we ought to suspend the twelve o’clock 
tule. The amending Irish Land Bill will 
be introduced on or before Monday. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Will it be in- 
troduced by the present Chief Secretary ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 do not know 
'ment is bound by, and intends to act 


who else it is to be introduced by. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Isuppose the 
right hon. Gentleman is aware that 
the Bill is opposed by both landlords 
and tenants. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then I am 
afraid it cannot pass. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What is the 
use of wasting time on it then ? 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) urged that 
an opportunity should be given for the 
discussion of the Home Office Vote. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: That is down 
for to-morrow night. 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): It was clearly understood 
we were to have a morning sitting for 
the Home Office Vote. Knowing what is 
golug on we could not accept an 
evening sitting for this Vote. It is a 
matter which affects many thousands of 
people in this country. Why not take 
it on Wednesday ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR suggested that 
the best course would be that his right 
hon. friend the Patronage Secretary to the 
Treasury should consult with those who 
had the confidence of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite as to the allocation of the 
remaining days of Supply. To the 
Government 't was, of course, a matter 
of relative indifference on what subject 
hon. Gentlemen desired to criticise their 
administration; he had always declared, 
almost ad nauseam, that the Government 
were prepared to accept the version of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite as to what 
they thought the most desirable matters 
to criticise. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER: We think 
it the most desirable arrangement to 
take the Home Office Vote on Wednesday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I venture to 
suggest a consultation, as time is 
limited. 

THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 

Mr. SOARES: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the Govern- 
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upon, the solemn declaration of this 
House, made on 4th April this- year, to 
the effect that “‘any Colonial Conference 
which was entered upon, except on the 
understanding that this country would 
not agree to the taxation of corn, meat, 
and dairy produce, would result in 
failure.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The solemn 


declaration of which the hon. Gentleman | 


speaks appears to be in the nature of a 
prophecy. I do not think the Govern- 


ment can be bound by any prophecy in | 


which this House chooses to indulge. 


Mr. SOARES : 


books of the House. It is a Resolution 
passed by the House on April 4th. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; but that 
is a prophecy; it is a statement that a 
certain course will result in failure. Ido 
not see how the Government can be 
bound by a prophecy. 


Mr. SOARES: Do I understand that 
the Prime Minister is not bound by the 
deliberate opinion of this House ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly, I do 
not think that I, or any sane man, can 
be bound, least of all the House itself, 
by any forecast of the future in which 
it may indulge. 


Mr, LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): Are we to understand that 
if the House of Commons expresses its 
opinion that a certain course of action 
if taken by the Government would result 
in failure, the Government is not bound 
by an expression of opinion of that kind 
before it takes action ? 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the Government is in the least bound 
beyond the length I have stated. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL: Is the opinion 
of this House worth anything at all ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Sometimes, not 
always. 
Mr. Soares, 


{COMMONS} 


My Question arises out | 
of a declaration which appears on the | 


(Carnarvon | 
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SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 


Lords Amendment to be considered 
upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 
293.] 


NEW BILLS, 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
“To amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man,” 
presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to 
be read a second time To-morrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 292.] 





HIGHWAYS (No. 2) BILL. 


“To provide for the establishment of 
a Highway Commission for England and 
Wales and for the Amendment of the 
Laws relating to Highways and Bridges 
in England and Wales, and for other 
purposes,” presented by Mr. Arthur 
Stanley; supported by Sir Alfred Hick- 
man, Mr. Lough, Mr. Griffith Boscawen, 
Mr. Perks, Mr. Bull, Mr. Seott-Montagu, 
and Mr. Tennant: to be read a second 
time To-morrow, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 294. ] 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

“To continue various Expiring Laws,” 
presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to 
be read a second time To-morrow, and to 
be printed. [Bill 296.] 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 

“To make provision for the taking of 

a Census in 1906 for the purposes of 

The London (Equalisation of Rates) Act, 

1894,” presented by Mr. Gerald Balfour; 

supported by Mr. Jeffreys; to be read a 

second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 295.] 


MARINE WORKS (IRELAND) BILL. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) asked leave to bring in a Bill under 
the ten minutes rule to extend the Marine 
Works (Ireland) Act to districts outside 
ot the congested districts. He said 
\the subject had been debated in the 
| House several times, and it was 
| unnecessary for him to dilate upon the 
imerits of his case. The House was 
| well aware of the condition of a very 
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large section of the Irish population and 


New 
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of the state of the fishing industry | 


on some parts of the Irish coast. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.), 
to the absence of the Chief Secretary. 
This was not right, seeing that the Bill 
affected the interests of Irish fishermen. 


HE CHAIRMAN: That is 
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| Board of Works, which was a very un- 
satisfactory body, had large powers. and 
they proposed to place their responsi- 


| bilities upon the shoulders of Irish elected 
| bodies to whom the Act would be en- 
rising to a point of order, called attention | 


point of order. The right hon. Gentle- | 


man is entitled to go out. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 
£5,000 a vear and ought to be here. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): May I ask it the right hon, Gentle- 
Man 1s writing his resignation ? 


Mr. WAL?TER Lone here returned. 


Sin THOMAS ESMONDE, proceeding, 
said the Bill was introduced on behalf 
of a large section of the Trish fishing 
population. The question had been 
brought to the notice of various Chief 


He is paid, 


Secretaries, Lut, so far, nothing had been | 


done. He made no doubt, however, 
that the House would be glad to assist 
them to obtain this small and modest 


measure of relief, especially as it was | 


not very likely that any measure of 
legislative importance would be forth- 
coming for Ireland as the result of the 
session. It was a matter of very urgent 
aud pressing necessity. Year by year 
the fishing population was diminishing, 


trusted. Similarly, they proposed to give 
the county councils and harbour boards 
such powers of supervision and protection 
as would to some extent protect the Irish 


|ratepayers against possible mistakes by 
not a, 


the Board of Works. They further 
desired to improve the financial position 
of the Irish local bodies by consolidating 
their debts and taking other steps to 
assist the Irish ratepayers. He trusted 
the House would agree to the First Read- 
ing of the Bill and that it would assist 
them in its subsequent stages. 


| Motion made, and Question proposed, 

| That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to extend the Marine Works (Ireland) Act, 
1902, to districts out of the Congested 
Districts.’—(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) sought 
to speak, but the Speaker ruled that 
unless he opposed he had no /ocus standi. 
The hon. Member said he did not oppose 
the principle, but he could not agree 
with all the hou. Member for North 
Wexford had said, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that with ut speaking in opposition 
he had frequently commented on speeches 
of Ministers in introducing a Bill under 


‘the ten minutes rule, and he submitted 


and year by year the tide of emigra- | 


tion was flowing quietly on. There 
was already a Bill, the Marine Works 
Act, referring to certain parts of Ire- 
land, and he asked that that measure 
should be extended to the entire coast 
of Ireland. The question was non- 


controversial. The Bill had been 
very carefully considered by every- 
body in Ireland who understood 


the question, and it had the support 
of Irish bodies, county councils and 
harbour boards, and everybody inter- 
ested in the fishing industry. In fact, it 
was a measure which would have the 
support of an [rish Parliament. 


that it provided that the Speaker might 
call upon a Member to oppose, or might 
restrict the debate or allow it to go on. 


& *Tae SPEAKER said he thought that 
reading a little too wide. The Standing 
Order only applied to opposed Bills. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to extend the Marine Works 
(Ireland) Act, 1902, to districts outside of 
the Congested Districts, ordered to be 
| brought in by Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. 
| Cogan, and Mr. Power. 





| The | 
existing Act was not quite as good as it | 
might be, and in the new Bill they desired | 


MARINE WORKS (IRELAND) BILL. 
“To extend The Marine Works (Ire- 


to improve it. For instance, the Irish | land) Act, 1902, to districts outside the 


VOL, CL. [FourtH Sertzs.] 
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Congested Districts,” presented ac- 
cordingly, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 297.] 


DURATION OF PARLIAMENTS. 
*Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) asked 


for leave to introduce even at that late 
period of the session a Bill to limit the 
duration of Parliaments to five years. 
He submitted that the present condi- 
tion of things was peculiarly suitable for 
the favourable consideration of any plan 
for shortening the duration of Parlia- 
ments. Under the Septennial Act we 


enjoyed a longer tenure of Government | 


without appeal to the constituencies than 
almost every other European country. 


Some of our greatest and most illustrious | 


statesmen, among them Lord Chatham 


and Lord Broughham, had strongly urged | 
the curtailment of the period now pre- | 
In practice the duration had | 
been a great deal less than the maximum | 

r | 
The Parliaments of the last | 
century had lasted on an average less than | 


eribed. 
allowed. 
five years—the limit he proposed. His 


proposal was, therefore, not one to alter 
the general practice of the country, but 


to provide and guard against certain | 


special and peculiar circumstances which 
might arise from time to time. 


In former years the two vital functions 
of the House—its representative character 
and the controlling influence which it 
exercised upon the Government—had 
been preserved by a number of practical 
and effective checks. There was a check 
afforded by the possible intervention of 
the Crown, either by dismissing Ministers 
from office or by dissolving Parliament, 
There was also the check provided by a 
great number of Members who represented 
family, or pocket, boroughs, and who, 
however unsatisfactory from one point 
of view, undoubtedly gave an element of 
wbsolute independence to the House. 
Lastly, there was the check of public 
opinion, which at some periods 
of our history had proved very 


powerful, and had exercised a kind of 
moral restraint upon the Government of 
the day. All these checks which the 
wisdom of our ancestors had devised, 
and the practice of former times assured, 
had gradually fallen into weakness or 


{COMMONS} 
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desietude. The Crown acted only upon 
advice, and when it was a question of 
the dismissal of Ministers or the dissolu- 
tion of Parliament that advice was 
not always forthcoming. Independent 
Members were gradually, _ irresistibly 
absorbed in the great political organisa- 
tons, which grew in strength every 
succeeding year, and public opinion was 
‘concealed and often distorted by the 
|ever-spreading ramifications of a vast 
and combined syndicated newspaper 
| Press. There remained of all these 
checks only one which was now effective 
| —the check established by the House 
'of Lords, which, if it operated at all, 
operated only when one political Party 
was in power. Now that the checks had 
been removed, it might easily happen 
that a Government might continue in 
| power long after confidence had been 
withdrawn from it by the country. The 
Ministers themselves might earnestly and 
honestly desire to be relieved from duties 
which they were no longer discharging 
to their own satsfaction nor to the 
satisfaction of the public, and yet, so 
strong might be the pressure of the 
instinct of seli-preservation upon them, 
that, by a strange inversion, the very 
circumstances which ought to procure a 
dissolution might prevent it. 








The House must remember _ the 
increasing power of the Executive 
and the decline of Parliamentary 


authority. Our Parliamentary procedure 
| had been adapted to the rigid precision 
| of foreign models. Our constitution 
still preserved the generous vagueness 
for which it was famous. We had 
borrowed from foreign nations almost 
every device which could weaken a 
representative institution; we had re- 
jected almost every safeguard which 
could contro! the Executive Government. 
Contrary to the practice of early days, 
every vote which was taken was regarded 
as a vote of confidence in the Government, 
except, apparently, a vote upon which the 
Government was defeated. The prolonga- 
tion of Parliament in such circumstances 
might very easily produce very grave 
dangers to the State. Ministers, how 
ever able and industrious they might be 
when they came into office, could not fail 
to be exhausted by many years of the 
ever-increasing severity of official business 
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under modern conditions. There was at| would render genoral elections much 


the fag-end of Parliament a growth, an 


accumulation, of bitterness and personal 
feud which, under his proposal, would 
be swept away by one appeal to the 
nation, when an entirely new House 
would be brought together. There was 
in long Parliaments increased exacerba- 


tion of Party spirit both in and out of | 


the Heuse, and most of all there was 





danger of some tremendous explosion of | 


popular feeling, the result of passions 


long suppressed and pent up, and which, | 
when it came, not infrequently created | 


more easy than in forner times. 
He earicstly hoped thit the House 
would allow him to introduce this measure 
even at this late period cf the session, in 
order to bring the question of shorter 
Parliaments a little nearer to the arena 
of practical political discussion. 


Motion made, and Question put. ‘‘ That 
leave be given to bring in a Bill to limit 





evils almost a8 many as it cured. 
ever-increasing facilities of locomotion 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, kL. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

srigg, John 

srown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
sryce, Rt. Hon. James 
juchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
surke, BE. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE.(York,NR.Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 3.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Calley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John Williain 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M.Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(@’lway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
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Dunn, Sir William 

libank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
french, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander (Lanark, N 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
(irant, Corrie 

Gurdon Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J.Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ©. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh. Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
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the duration of Parliaments to five 
years. >—(Mr. Churchill.) 
The House divided:—Aves. 176; 


(Division | ist No. 31 1.) 


Lloyd-George, David 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M-Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo. North) 
M-Laren, Sir Charies Benjamin 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John/( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, Georgi 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

(Y Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor. John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie{ Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rose, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 
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Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G,. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR.(Northants 
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As amended, considered. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said he begged to move the Amendment 
standing in his name, “In Clause 1, 
page 2, line 14, after the word ‘shall,’ 
to insert the words ‘having regard to 
congregational contributions and other 
income of the Free Church.” He 
might say that this Amendment 
was substantially a part of the bargain 
which they had been able to effect with 
the representatives of the Government. 
He believed that it contained all that they, 
on his side, wished to see in regard to 
the actual terms of the agreement. He 
expressed the hope that when all the 
circumstances and various matters were 
set forth, and considered by the Com- 
missioners, it would never enter into the 
mind of the Free Church itself, far less 
into the minds of the Commissioners, as 
be was sure it did not enter into the mind 
of either Party in that House, that there 
was to be a system of permanent en- 
dowment of congregations, apart alto- 
gether from their self-supporting position. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“Tn page 2, line ,l4, after the word ;,shall,’ 
to insert the words ‘having regard to con- 
gregationa] contributions and other income of 
the Free Church.’ ”—(.Mr. Thomas Shaw). 


(Juestion proposed, ‘(That those words 
be there inserted.” 








and Viscount Valentia. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) said fhe 
agreed with the statement which his hon. 
and learned friend had made, viz., that 
they had endeavoured, as far as possible, 
to meet the views of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite. He did not intend in the 
slightest degree to profess to be able 
to enter into the minds either of the Free 
Church or of the Commissioners. He 
desired that both bodies should have the 
fullest liberty given to them by the terms 
of the Amendment, when the Bill was 
passed into law. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) expressed 
his approbation that the Government 
had accepted some small step in the 
direction in which many on that side 
of the House desired to go; though he 
was not quite sure whether the words 
they had agreed to insert now did carry 
out what was in his mind when he made 
the suggestion to the Prime Minister, 
that it was not a kindness but a cruelty 
to a Church, which called itself a Free 
Church, to endow it so that the need 
for congregational contributions should 
no longer exist. While he understood 
that this form of words in the Amend- 
ment had been agreed to on both sides 
of the House, although not entirely 
meeting the views of his hon. and learned 
friend the Member for the Border Burghs, 
he suggested to the Lord-Advocate 
whether he could not agree to the in- 
sertion of three words in the Amend- 
ment to make it read “ having regard 
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to the proper maintenance of the con- 
gregational contributions and other in- 
come of the Free Church.” What he 
desired to do was this, to provide that 
in this redistribution of the funds of the 
Churches, the Free Church, as it called 
itself, should be left with the same pro- 
portion of voluntary effort required 
from its supporters as had been required 
previous to 1900. That was not the result 
of the Bill. He, therefore, took it that 
all the money that came beyond that 
amount to the Free Church would be a 
harm to it, and not a benefit ; and this 
Bill would be one which would kill and 
not kindle the interests of religion, which 
both Churches were endeavouring to pro- 
mote. He would suggest to the Lord- 
Advocate whether he might not be able 
to accept a slight strengthening of the 
words of the Amendment; but for his 
part, having got the principle acknow- 
ledged in the words of the Amendment, 
he did not intend to enforce his own 
particular words on the House. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said that 
the Amendment which he had put on the 
Paper did seem to him needed. .Of 
course, he recognised that a very con- 
siderable improvement had been effected 
in the Bill in the manner indicated by 
his hon. and learned friend the Member 
for the Border Burghs. He agreed that 
the improvements which had_ been 
effected in the Bill, and which were to be 
effected by other Amendments which 
the Government had accepted, would 
diminish the danger against which he 
desired to guard by leaving out the 
word ‘ adequate.” Notwithstanding 
these improvements it seemed to him 
that a danger did exist from that word 
and the sense that might be put upon 
it by the Commissioners. He felt that 
the word was vague and that it might 
lead to harm; but if he attached so 
much importance to his opinion as to 
divide upon it, and was not successful in 
the division, he might find his last state 
worse than the first. Although he 
wished that the Lord-Advocate could 
have found another word to take the 
venom out of the word “ adequate,” 


he did not want to see the discretion of 
Whitley. 


Mr. 
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the Commissioners fettered, and there” 
fore he would not move the Amendment 
standing in his name. 
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Mr. SCOTT DICKSON confessed that 
to his mind, the word “ acequate” had 
not the fault attributed to it by his right 
hon. friend; but he was quite certain 
that all of them had complete confidence 
in the Commissioners, end thaugh the 
word differed from the word in the Elgin 
Commission Report, which was “ liberal.” 
he thought “adequate” more clearly 
carried out the wishes of all of them. 
He was sure that they wished to give 
the Commissioners 2 free hand. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW 
picture he had in his 
picture of the state cf things that 
might be produced, particularly in the 
North and West of Scotland, where they 
hed divided forces, by the granting of 
enything in the nature of a permanent 
endowment. What was wanted was 
to allow Church develcpment to 
on on its normal and natural lines, and 
not to give perpetuity to 2 system which 
would beccme a common mockery and 
® byword. They had had far too much 
cf that in times past. He agreed witb 
his right hon. end learned friend that 
the Commissioners should view such a 
situation by way cf making the adequate 
provision to which he had reterred. He 
would remind his right hon. friend the 
Member fcr Aberdeen that the word 
“adequate”? must now stand in the 
Bill unless they were to go back on the 
arrangement which hed been made, 
with perfect freedom, on both sides. 
ee | 


sald that the 
mind was a 


£0 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘ support,’ 
to insert the words ‘subject to payment of the 
usual annual contributions (if any).’ ”—(Zhe 
Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, lines 17 and 18, to leave out the 
words ‘supplementing congregational contri- 
butions towards.’ ”—(.Mr. 7'homas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ | 


to insert the words ‘ for itinerant preachers.’ ” 
—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 21, to leave out the words 
‘and for itinerant preachers.’ 


Advocate.) 

Amendment agreed to 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“Tn page 2, lines 31 and 32, to leave out the 
words ‘and any orders so made,’ and insert 
the words ‘Any such oiders.’’ —(Lhe Lord- 
Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
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| insert the word ‘execution.’?”—(Mr. Thomas 
haw. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 16, after the word ‘ be,’ to 
insert the word ‘ permanently.’ ”—( Mr. Thomas 
Shaw.) 


”_ (The Lord- | 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
| “In page 3, line 21, after the first word ‘ the,” 
| to insert the words ‘ orders or other.’ ’—(T he 
Lord-Advocate.; 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 3, line 21, after the word ‘such,’ to 
jinsert the words ‘orders or.’”—(The Lord- 
| Advocate.) 


“In page 2, line 32, after the word ‘ Act,’ 


to insert the words ‘may be recorded it the 
usual manner in the Register of Sasines or 
other appropriate register.” ”"—(Mr. Thomas 
Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 2, line 41, to leave out the first 
word ‘or. ”"—( Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 41, after the word ‘ burdens,’ | 


to insert the words ‘or debts.’ ””—(The Lord- 


Advecate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 3, line 2, after the word ‘of,’ to 
insert the word ‘ that.’ ””—(T'he Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘“‘In page 3, line 3, after the word ‘of,’ to | 


insert the word ‘ that.’ ””—(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 3, lines 15 and 16, to leave out the | 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 4, line 16, after the first word 
‘was,’ to insert the words ‘ vested in or.’ ”’”— 
(The Lord-Advocate.} 


Amendment agreed wo. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 23, after the word ‘shall’ 
to insert the words * notwithstanding anything 
that has taken place since said date.’ ’—( Mr. 
Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) moved to 
leave out of Clause 4, page 4, line 25, the 
words “properly made,” and to insert 
‘** made in good faith.”” Hesaid he had no 
doubt that his suggestion was in accord- 
ance with the intention of the Committee, 

'and he hoped the Amendment would be 
accepted. 


, Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
**In page 4, line 25, to leave out the words 

‘ properly made’ and insert the words ‘ made 

in good faith, —(Mr. Black)—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘properly mide’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he would 


words ‘executions on any judgments,’ and! like to have time to consider the question. 








Churches 


should stand as it was. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that 
“payments properly made” must be 
“made in good faith,” but payments 
“made in good faith” might be im- 
properly made. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 4, line 35, after the word ‘ legacies’ 
to insert the words ‘ bequests or conveyances 
of property.’ ’—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 5, line 4, after the word ‘ be,’ to 
insert the word ‘ permanently.’”—(Mr. Thomas 
Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW asked if he 
might suggest that the same procedure 
should be followed as in the Committee 
stage, and that they should postpone 
Clause 5, so that they might be able to 
complete the remainder of the Bill. It 
would be a great convenience. 


*THeE SPEAKER: 
course cannot be taken on Report. 
must deal with the Bill as a whole. 


I am afraid that 
We 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
moved to omit Clause 5 from the Bill. 
He said he felt justified in once more 
giving the House an opportunity of ex- 
pressing its opinion upon the clause, 
because it seemed to him that the position 
was somewhat altered from that when 
the Bill appeared before the House on 
previous occasions. It now appeared 
that, so far as the other clauses were 
concerned, they were practically settled 
between the parties most immediately 
ccncerned, and he thought he might say, 
speaking for those who took the same 
view as himself, that they desired to take 
no step whatever that would interfere 
with those portions of the Bill. In this 
Bill they had an important factor which 
did not often exist, and that was that an 
important clause might be omitted 


without in any sense destroying the object | 
Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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For the present he thought the Bill! for which the Bill was brought in or the 


value of the Bill itself. He thought that 
must be admitted to be the case. If 
were omitted, it would no‘ 
affect in the least degree the objects 
That, he thought, was itself 
a justification for the action he proposed 


_to ask the House to take. 


Might he remind the House what 
the object of the Bill really was? 
Difficulties in respect to a_ large 
amount of property existed between 


two Free Churches in Scotland, and 
an appeal was made to another place 
to have those difficulties settled, and « 
decision, which was admitted, he believed, 
on all hands, to be more or less a technical 
decision, made the position an intolerable 
one. Consequently, an appeal was made 
to that House to redress by an Act cf 
Parliament the difficulties to which these 
two Churches had been brought by the 
decision of the House of Lords. The 
question at once arose why those two 
Churches were not alone dealt with in 
the Bill. That appeared to him to be « 
very natural question to ask. The 
matters affecting those two Churches 
were all that needed to be dealt with, 
and why should another quite outside 
matter have been introduced? Ii it 
had not been introduced, the question 
would have been a purely Scotch one, 
and he was sure none of the English 
Members would have desired to interfere 
in any degree. It appeared, however, 
that certain clerical minds looked wpon 
this Government an ever present 
Providence to dispense gifts to them 
whenever a favourable opportunity 
occurred, and they appealed to the 
Prime Minister, who, with a_ ready 
response that requited that confidence, 
inserted Clause 5. That clause was very 
far-reaching in its character. It dealt 
with the State Church ; the other clauses 
of the Bill dealt with the Free Churches. 
If he understood rightly, it was held 
on & previous occasion that the object 
of Clause 5 was to do justice to another 
Church, and to place it in a position of 


as 


‘equality with the Churches most im- 


mediately concerned by the Bill. But 
he would ask to be allowed to point out 
to the House that the property in ques- 
tion certainly belonged to one cr other 
or to both of those Churches, whereas the 
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property of the Established Church | 


belonged to the State. 
the position altogether. 


Why was the Established Church | 


That altered | 


put into the position of a_ State 
Church? As he understood it, it 
was because it was desired that the 


State should acknowledge some special 
form of religion which had been em- 
bodied in the formulas of that Church. 
znd had been made the religion of the 
State. The question now arose, after 
this clause, how far a Church so estab- 
lished would be able to alter its creed 
or its formula of subscription independent 
of the State. The Prime Minister, he 
believed, said on a previous occasion 
that he desired to remove a handicap 
from that Church. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I never used 
that expression. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said the ex- 
pression wes used, but, if it was used by 
the Lord-Advocate, he begged the Prime 
Ministers pardon. What he desired 
to point out was thet to give the Estab- 
lished Church independence, as was now 
desired, would be really to increase the 
inequality which already existed between 
the State Church and the Free Churches. 
Ii that Church desired freedom of belief 
and of subscription, which they were teld 
the consciences of many of its ministers 
required, then it could have it on the 
same terms as the Free Churches, but 
he contended that it was unjust to put 
a clause into a Bill like this by which it 
would be allowed to retain property 
attached to it as a State Church and 
yet gain freedom in those matters which 


belonged to the Free Churches them- 
selves. If reel justice were to be 


done, it appeared to him that it could 
only be done by placing all the 
property in one common fund and | 
allowing Parlisment to dispose of that | 


property as fairness and justice de- 
manded, Otherwise, if a minority ob- 
jected to the alteration of the formula 


of subscription, where would it be 
placed in regard to the property ? He 
contended that under Clause 5 the pri- 
vileged Church would have its privileges 
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increased, and that the Bill was therefore 
one of a retrograde character. 


South of the Tweed they could not, of 
course, regard such a Clause without appre- 
hending certain effects which might 
ensue if it were to be taken in any sense 
as a precedent. If the Established 
Church could change its formulas by 
vote of the Ecclesiastical Assembly, 
they knew what the constitution of 
the ecclesiastical assemblies were in 
connection with the State Church of 
Yngland. Though no doubt in Scotland 
they were more largely composed of 
laymen than in England, and that was 
a safeguard, still they could not see a 
clause like Clause 5 without some fore- 
bodings as to what might follow in 
regard to another Church. It seemed 
to him that the very foundation of the 
claims of a State Church were gone 1 
such a clause were permitted to be used 
by that Church. A State Church was 
established with a certain belief, with a 
certain formula of religion considered 
advisable for the country, and if that 
form of belief was liable to be altered 
absolutely independently of Parliament, 
then the very foundation of the claims 
of a State Church were gone altogether. 
It was contended that the clause only 
referred to alterations of formula of 
subscription, and that the creed was 
retainel. He felt that this was treading 
on dangerous ground. He should be 
sorry to make any uncharitable remark, 
but was it contended that it was a right 
thing that the formula of subscription 
might contradict the doctrine of the 
creed, or might evade that doctrine / 
Why should they alter the formula i 
it were not to enable those who could 
not conscientiously teach the doctrine 
of the creed to subscribe to the formula 
with certain reservations. It seemed 
to him that that would be extending 
what was already admitted to be a great 
evil. He rejoiced in a tender con- 
science, but in matters of belief he felt 
it must be outside the State Church, and, 
if that Church desired to have free play, 
it must get rid of those bonds by which 
it had been made aState Church. He was 
bound to say he had heard no evidence 
given that the Church of Scotland as a 
Church had made any great and pressing 
demand fer the change. and he felt that 
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the least they could demand was that, 
when the State Church desired to change 
its formula of belief, it should have to 
apply to Parliament for its sanction. 
He did not in any way wish to imperil 
the passing of the Bill, which he knew 
was desired on both sides of the House, 
but Clause 5 could be omitted without 
in any way imperilling the objects for 
which the Bill was brought in, and with- 
out in any sense making it unable to 
deliver the Churches from the difficulties 
in which they were placed by the judg- 
ment of the House of Lords. It brought 
up by a side issue the most important 
ecclesiastical question that could pos- 
sibly be discussed in that House. 


Churches 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Scar- 
borough) seconded. He said that it seemed 
to him that in the interests of the mem- 
bers of the Established Church of Scot- 
land there was very much to be said in 
favour of the omission of Clause 5 at 
the present moment. It was left open 
to a bare majority to make the Con- 
fession of Faith merely a pious expression 
of opinion which should not be obliga- 
tory upon teaching and _ preaching. 
The idea that the inclusion of laymen 
in the government of the Church of 
Scotland makes for greater liberality 
was doubtful, for they fourd that in 
most Churches where there was a de- 
mard for liberality in religious expression, 
thet the demand came from the clergy 
and ministers and not from the Jaymen, 
who were. as a rule, less informed and 
more fearful of any change. Moreover, 
he had heard no reply to the sug- 
gestion that the interests of the 
minority were not protected from a 
simple majority making a change vast 
and far-reaching in a matter of con- 
science. Surely a clause of that kind 
should have contained some secur- 
ity for a revision of the first decision 
and for some time to elapse before that 
decision was made permanent. At 
least two-thirds or three-fourths of the 
presbyteries should be called upon to 
approve of a grave alteration. There was 
no certainty that change would always 
work in the desired direction, and 
there might be a drilt of reaction which 
would result, instead of striking off 
fetters, in making them more severe. 
Then the clause extended to the 


Mr. George White. 
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Universities. He imagined that theo- 
logy in the Universities of Scotland 
might be supposed to interest other 
Churches beside the Established, that the 
Universities belonged to the nation, and 
in that case it was rather a serious 
matter to bring these seats of learning 
within the scope of the clause. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 5, line 8, to leave out Clause 5.” 
(Mr. George White.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word ‘and,’ 
in page 5, line 10, stand part of the Bill.” 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said there was no desire in 
the Church of Scotland to change, 
alter, or withdraw from the creeds 
common to all Churches and _ held 
by all bodies of Presbyterians 
in Scotland. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment said there was 
no evidence of desire in the Church of 
Scotland for this relaxation, but. if he 
had followed the proceedings, he would 
have been aware that the General 
Assembly of the Church of Scotland, by 
unanimous vote, had desired that relaxa- 
tion. The seconder said that no time 
would be allowed for consideration and 
revision, and that it might, after all, 
be an actual minority or a small majority 
of the Church which expressed itself in 
favour of any change. That showed 
how very loosely the hon. Gentleman 
had dealt with the subject and how very 
little informed he was upon it, because the 
Barrier Act provided that such questions 
should be sent down for the opinion of the 
presbyteries, and that they must be 
approved by the majority before being 
accepted. Then they had again to be 
confirmed by the General Assembly. 
When an unanimous vote of the General 
Assembly had been confirmed by a 
majority of the presbyteries and con- 
firmed by another General Asssembly, 
it could not be said that there had been 
no time for consideration, and so com- 
plete a confirmation of the vote was an 
adequate proof of the actual desires of 
the Church. This was a matter which he 
would have thought gentlemen with 
free ideas about Churchmanship would 
welcome and encourage, but he supposed 
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the odium theologicum or dislike of an 
Established Church induced them to 
attempt to prevent such a Church from 
obtaining a relaxation of the subscrip- 
tions which were a hindrance and stumb- 
ling-block to many consciences, and a 
release from which would in no sense be 
used to obtain exemption from the 
creed which the Church had always held, 
but would tend to increased sincerity 
and true religion in the Church. 
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(Leith | any enterprising solicitor could attack. As. 


Burghs) said that, while he admitted | 


Members had a right to oppose this 
clause inasmuch as the Bill dealt with 


the matter referred to in the clause 


formed no part of that inquiry, personally, | Z : ae 

} sip dae ly ‘Confession of Faith, believing every 
for its retention, with the exception of | word, and unless they so signed It they 
/were not entitled to their stipends. 


he thought there were strong reasons 


that portion which the right hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for South Aberdeen | f eld 
had mentioned. He was strongly in| (UC Of CiGers. 


favourofthe retention of the portion which 


though he freely admitted there was no 


logical reason for the inclusion of the | 


clause in the Bill, and, as a member of 


the Church of Scotland, he had always | 


disliked the feeling that support of the 
clause might be interpreted as an indica- 
tion that the Church 
Was using the difficulties of the Free 


he held, they rightly claimed. 
land they had always claimed freedom 


not had it it was largely due to the 
influence of this House and of English 
Members who had not thoroughly under- 
stood the system, and did not under- 
stand how the Church, though an en- 
dowed Church, could hardly be said to 
be attached by very tight bonds 
to the State. It would be difficult to 
call it an Established Church. It was 
certainly an endowed Church, but when 
this clause had been added to the Bill 
the plea for continuing it as a State 


Church would be a very slender one. | 


He believed in disestablishment as the 
basis of complete Presbyterian reunion, 
and he thought this Bill would take them 
a considerable way towards that basis. 
But without freedom for the Church 
Courts the way to complete Presbyterian 
reunion was barred. Under the un- 


of Scotland | é : die 
— greater part they did not believe in it. 


‘ ° ° i The 5 > 2 Tere a} i 1 d 
Church in order to get the freedom which, | The Scotch people were being invite 
In Scot- | es 
serve as elders or ministers unless they 
} 3] sy < ‘ =) 3} ‘. } 7 j 
for their Church Courts, and if they had | signed a Confession of Faith in which, 


'tension of the 


dealt with the formula of subscription, | of a hypocrite. 
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fortunate judgment of the House of 
Lords no Church could safely enter 
into union with another unless, as Lord 
Young put it, it went landless and 
penniless, which was not the way of 
Established Churches. 


The House of Lords judgment had 
undoubtedly affected the,Church of Scot- 
land. Inthe great centres of p»pulation it 
was mainly a voluntary Church; there 
were four and a half millions of subscribe 1 
money which, under the recent decision, 


to the creed, he doubted whether many 
a heritor would not have a perfectly 


the result of the Elgin Commission and | good case against paying the stipends 


of Established ministers, as there were 
few ministers who could sign the whole 


What was true of ministers was also 
Many an elder who had 
to sign this document was in the position 
Anyone who signed the 
Confession of Faith in its entirety was 
a hypocrite, unless he believed in the 
six days creation of the world, the babes 
of a span long being condemned to 
everlasting fire, the infernal regions, and 
so forth. The best that could be said 
of those who signed it was that for the 


to remain hypocrites, as they could not 


as reasonable men, could not 


they 


'wholly believe, and they were being 


asked to do this for the convenience of 
England. That was a very wide ex- 
Unionist principle to 


| which he for one had no intention of 





subscribing. On these grounds he sup- 


| ported the inclusion of the clause, with 


the exception of the portion most pro- 
perly attacked by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen. 
Scotch Members might well appeal to 
the House to be allowed to settle this 
matter for themselves. They had never 
interfered with others in matters of faith 
or religion 





Mr. 
Boroughs) : 
Minister ? 


LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
What about the Prime 





Churches 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON thought 
his hon. friend would admit that the 
great body of Scotch Presbyterians had 
not tried to judge of the claims of any 
other portion of the kingdom by Scotch 
standards; thev had not distinguished 
themselves by attempting to force others 
to adhere to their standards, and he 
thought they were entitled to ask that 
the tolerance which they had always 
endeavoured to show to others should 
be extended to themselves. 





Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said that 
while he agreed with much of the speech 
of the hon. Member for the Leith Burghs, 
he did not think the disestablishment of 
the Scotch Church was involved in the 
question under discussion, nor did he re- 
cognise the great distinction that the hon. 
Member had tried to draw in the matter of 
independence between the Church Courts 
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belonging to the Establishment and those | 


of the voluntary Churches. In both 


cases they were limited by the law of | 


the land, and the same authority would | 


be supreme in the case of difference | 


between the two institutions—the Church 
ald the State. The clause in question 
dealt with the 
Confession of Faith by ministers, and 
with the subscription by 


subscription to the) 


professors | 


appointed to chairs of theology in the | 


Scotch Universities. To his mind those 
two sets of persons stood On somewhat 
differert ground. In introducing the 
Bill the Lord-Advocate reflected 
what severely on the Act of Parliament 
waich made subscription for ministers 
of the Church recessary. But all pro- 


some- 


fessors i: the Universities, all teachers, | 


and all parish ministers in 
were required to conform to the test 
of their belief in the Confession of Faith, 
and that was not merely the enactment 
cf this Parliament; it was due to the 
Act of Security, which was embodied in, 
and made part of, the Act of Union 
betweer the two kingdoms. It was 
impossible to touch on this subject 
without noticing the diilerence between 
the way in which matters of this kind 


Scotland | 
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generations there snould be modifications 
or changes in belief. That was distinctly 
opposed to the old idea under which it 
was supposed that rules were laid dow» 
for all time. They had to deal] with a 
reasonable desire for laxity on the part 
of those who wished to become ministers 
ard teachers. Surely it would be right 
to assist tender consciences. Wherever 
they found a number of honourably 
minded, intelligent men, who wanted to 
do their work well, they were hampered : 
and, after all, they were in sympathy 
with the great majority of the people. 
It was a scandal to keep out, by statute, 
persons who were willing to give their 
best service to the Church. 


With regard to University chairs, he 
agreed with the Amendment of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member fer Aber- 
deen. He was quite prepared to trust 
the responsibility of those appointments 
without any test at all to the Crown. 
Surely it was unnecessary to go beyond 
that ; and let them exercise their respon- 
sibility as they did over the Univer- 
sities and the people of Scotland gener- 


ally. He rejoiced to think that one 
of the most distinguished historians 


of the country was appointed Professor 
of History at the University of Cam- 
bridge, although he was a Roman Catho- 
lic. He trusted that the rizht hon. 
Gentleman who advised the Crown in 
regard to these appointments wouid do 
so with a due sense of his responsibility. 
Having got responsible persons to make 
these appointments thev ought not to 
hamper them and tie them down by 
means of tests. The people of Scotland 
were entitled to judge Scotch affairs 
according to their own lights. When 
the hon. Member for Leith said that 


' Scotch Members did not interfere with 


the religious questions of other parts 


/of the kingdom he would remind him 


were regarded now, and the way in|! 


which ancestors regarded them. 
The whole foundation of the present 


mode of looking at these questions was 


our 


that they took a prominent part in 
disestablishing the Church of Ireland. 
In the case of Ireland the Church was 
reconstituted, and a governing body 
was set up consisting not only of priests 
but also of laymen, and they had equal 
power with only to 
arrange the formula but actually to 
revise the creeds and catechisms. Was 


the clergy not 


to consider it as natural that in succeeding | the Church of Scotland to have nothing 
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at all until it was ripe for disestablish- 
ment? He should give the most cor- 
dial support to this clause, although he 
should prefer it improved in the way he 
had suggested. He did not think it 
was quite satisfactory that national 
institutions like the Scottish Univer- 
sities should have their formula drawn 
up for them by the Established Church 
General Assembly. Still he recognised 
that this clause constituted a very 
great improvement, and he hoped the 
House would very soon pass it into law. 


*Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
lev) said he wished to say a word or two 
in favour of leaving out this clause 
entirely. England, after all, was very 
near to Scotland, and the principle in- 
volved in this clause was one which they 
had been taught to look upon with grave 
suspicion, namely, disestablishment with- 
out disendowment. There were sections 
of the English Church which would be 

lad if they could be disestablished and 
not be disendowed at the same time. 
If the endowment of the Scotch Church 
was continued it should remain subject to 
sme public directing control. He did 
not advocate the formation of creeds, but 
this Clause 5 was doing for the Established 
Church in Seetland what the High Church 
Party wantedin England. The position of 
the three bodies in Scotland was illogical, 
hecause one was endowed and two were 
not endowed, and yet all had equal 
freedom astocreed. With regard to what 
the hon. Member for Leith had said, if 
the Church of Scotland wanted to be 
ree it should give up its endowments 


end be honest. 


( 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said -he thought it was rather 
sgnificant that all the serious opposition 
to the clause that day came from English 
Members who spoke as disestablishers, 
hearing in mind the effect this clause 
might have both in regard to Scotland 
ond England. There were many men 
in Scotland who supported disestablish- 
ment, but he did not think that either 
the Members of that House or of the 
creat religious bedies of Scotland, who 
in principle were in favcur cf disestab- 
lishment, in the lezst degree desired to 
make capital against the Church cf 
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tinuance of this injustice. The objec- 
tion had been taken to this part of the 
clause that it might endanger the passing 
of the measure, but it was now quite 
clear that the insertion and passing of 
this clause would not endanger the Bill. 
They all felt that in order to settle the 
differences which had arisen between 
the United Free Church and the legal 
Free Church this Bill was necessary and 
inevitable. But there was a much closer 
connection between this clause and the 
rest of the Bill than had up to the present 
been pointed out. 


The proposer of this Amendment 
spoke as if the whole question dealt 
with in the Bill was a matter of the 
redistribution of property between the 
two Churches, and as if the only bearing 
of the Bill was as to the tenure 
of the property. But the Bill had a 
far wider effect, because it would en- 
tirely alter the constitution of the 
Church. The United Free Church had 
a certain constitution under which it 
considered that it had power to make 
alterations in its formula, in regard to its 
ideas of Church government, and in 
regard to the relations of Church and 
State. The decision of the House of 
Lords had shown that the United Free 
Church was mistaken in considering that 
it had that power. By this Bill all the 


| property was handed over to a Commission 


with power to reallocate it to the United 
Free Church upon totally new terms. 
The United Free Church was at liberty 
to draw its own model trust deeds, and 
to make for itself the conditions upon 
which it intended to live as a community 
in the future. It was also relaxing 
the restrictions which had held it back 
in past years. No such questions could 
ever arise again under the terms upon 
which the United Free Church would 
receive back its property. It would be 
free to make what changes it liked in its 
formula. That made an enormous differ- 
ence in the position of the United Free 
Church, apart from the mere question of 
how a certain amount of property was 
to be distributed. That change was 
bound to react on the whole condition 
and position of the Established Church. 
The Established Church, in its last 
Generz.] Assembly, had demanded greater 


Scectland by forcing upen it the ccn-}| freedom than it had had in the past in 
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its formulas in order to meet the change | 
in the United Free Church. He did> 
not think any man could deny the 
reality of that claim. That was the 
reason for Clause 5 being included in 
this measure, end for the whole being 
treated as one subject. 

His hon. friend the Member for the 
Leith Burghs spoke as if everyone, 
minister and elder, was bound to the 
terms of subcription, which it was 
the object of this clause to set free. 
‘the hon. Member did not seem to be 
aware that the lay office bearers never 
had been constrained to this statutory 
subscription—to exact formula. In re- 
gard to them there had been just 
that latitude in the General Assembly, 
subject to the provisions of the Ber- 
rier Act, which was now cleimed in 
the «ase of ministers also. The term 
of subscription remained for a long 
time rigid, but public opinion changed 
and relaxed the terms of subscription 
for lay members. There had not been, 
and there never would be, any possibility 
oi abuse in regard to the terms of sub- 
scription. What was now asked for minis- 
ters was a freedom corresponding to that 
which was granted forty years ago to the 
Church of England, though not in identical 
form. English Members did not seem to 
understand that the Presbyterian prin- 
ciples in Scotland in regard to Establish- 
ment were entirely different from the 
Episcopal principles and the system of 
fixed formularies which obtained in the 
Church of England. He did not consider 
that any precedent they might create 
in accordance with the principles of the 
Church of Scotland for their own guid- 
ance would really have the slightest 
effect on any question that might arise 
in the Church of England. He thought 
the fears of English Members in regard 
to the possibility of evil consequences 
resulting from this liberty were absolutely 
imaginary. He believed that this form 
of repealing the Act of 1693 and return- 
ing to the great principle of the Act of 
1690 was a method fer giving to the 
Church of Scotland the freedom which 
public opinion in that country demanded 
and which was most consonant with the 
history and traditions of that Church. 


Mr. HALDANE 





(Haddingtonshire) 


said he should be sorry to admit that the | 
Mr. Parker Smith. 
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views which the right hon Gentleman 
had expressed were a correct or adequate 
exposition of the attitude of the Scottish 
Members generally towards this question, 
In the first place, he took exception to 
what the right hon. Gentleman had told 
the House when he said that this Bill in 
some way changed the constitution of 
the United Free Church. The constitu- 
tion of the United Free Church was never 
questioned before the House of Lords at 
all except on the question of property. 
The jurisdiction of the Courts had to do 


‘with nothing but the property. and where 


the House of Lords differed from the 
contention put forward on behalf of the 
Cnited Free Church was entirely with 
reference to its power of dealing with 
such property. The United Free Church 
had reaffirmed its own contention with 
regard to its constitution and it had never 
departed from that. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH : It wiil receive 
back its property from the Commission on 
fresh and diiferent trusts. 


Mr. HALDANE said the Commission 
was dealing with property and not 
touching the constitution of the Church 
in any shape or form. The right hon. 
Gentleman had suggested that those who 
supported this clause were in a different 
attitude of mind on the question of 
disestablishment in Scotland from those 
who were epposed to it. He did not 
think that was so. He had always been 
of opinion that the principle of establish- 
ment in Scotland was one that lent no 
strength to any Church and he had 
always been in favour of its removal. 
The truth was that the question in 
Scotland was totally different from the 
question in England. In Scotland the 
question of the retention of Church and 
State was a question of very attenuated 
relationship indeed. There was very 
little substance in it, but in England 
there was great substance in _ it. 
The men who went into the Scottish 
Churches were men of the same training, 
coming almost from the same houses, and 
men who looked at things in very much 
the same fashion. To-day that was 
peculiarly so. After the great movement 
known as the Disruption in 1843 there 
was no doubt that a majority of the 
most eminent men in Scotland went out 
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with them a great deal of the life of the 
establishment principle, and the result 
was that for many years there was a real 
difference of disposition and doctrine be- 
tween the two Churches. Time had gradu- 
ally removed that difference, and to-day 
he had no hesitation in saying that 
the young Free Churchman and the young 
Established Churchman were nearing each 
other very much. That was one reason 
why he looked upon the proposal of 
this clause as a step not away from 
disestablishment but towards disestab- 
lishment. In Scotland they were dealing 
with the question from within and not 
attacking 1° from outside. The young 
United Free Churchman was free, by 
reason of the struggle through which 
his Church had gone,in a manner in 
which the young Established Churchman 
was not. The difference separating them 
on the question of establishment was 
getting to be more and more a theological 
difference. He looked forward to the 
time when the last shred of that difference 
would disappear. It was the duty of that 
House, as interpreting public opinion, 
to remove obstacles which might prevent 
those Churches drawing closer and closer 
together. If they took the generation 
of young men under thirty-five, contain- 
ing some of the most distinguished 
people in the United Free Church, 
they would find very little opposition 
to this clause, while among the younger 
men there was a very strong body of 
opinion in favour of it. That was why 
he {found himself unable to approach 
the consideration of the clause in any 
spirit of hostility, and why, he said 
frankly, he was in favour of it. 


*Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
said that this Bill was in the first place to 
settle a dispute in regard to property, 
but its seconda'y object was to 1eform 
tie Scottish Established Church on a 
thoroughly new basis. The main prin- 
eple of all the Established Churches 
was the establi hment of a creed, but 
it appeared to him that the principle of 
Clause 5 was to establish not a creed 
but a set of men—the Geneval Assembly 
—who had power to make aud unmake 
erveds. Wha this clause really pro- 
posed was to conver: the General 
Assembly into a mild form cf Scottish 
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Curia. He did not blame the Governmeat 
for introducing this Bill and in particular 
this clause. They had acted accsordiag 
to their principles. The right hon. aid 
learned M-mber for Dumfries had mad: 
a very-earnest speech in favour of this 
very clause, and the right hon. Member 
for East Fife, who had iatroduced a 
Bill to disestablish the Welsh Church, 
had not a single word to say against the 
development of this very fair form of 
establishment ia the country which he 
represented. Even the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon, who spoke with affected 
passion on the establishment questiong 
almost whispered approval of this clause. 
He had had some connection with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite on the educatioa 
question, and he was bound to say that 
taeir speeches and their sileace and their 
votes in regard to this Bill boJed ill ‘or 
the reform of the Education Act, should 
they be returned again to Office. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said that those who did not agree with 
this clause, yet most heartily agreed 
with the declaration made by some 
Scotch Members that such freedom as 
was conferred by this clause on the 
Church of Scotland would never be con- 
ferred on the Anglican Church of this 
country. That was a declaration which 
was gratefully accepted by him and his 
friends and would be gratefully remem- 
bered. But what had puzzled some of 
them was, what on earth this clause 
had got to do with the present Bill ¢ 
They looked upon this Bill rather as a 
benevolent and necessary effort to dis- 
tribute between the two contlieting 
Churches in Scotland a certain amount 
of funds and property, one of which 
thurches had been declared to be legally 
entitled and the other not to be entitled 
to the revenues and the property 
indispute. He had looked very diligently 
into this Bill to discover whether there 
was any attempt to deiine the doctrines 
upon the holding of which these two 
religious communities should be entitled 
to the large funds or properties involved 
in the case. He found no such power 
contained in the Bill. That seemed to 
justify the opimion which he, and those 
wh» agreed with him, held that the Billwas 
simply a property Bill for the distribution 
of the funds and properties between the 
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two conflicting Churches. That might com- 
mand the sympathy of everybody, but his 
right hon. friend below him had stated 
that there was an approximation in 
ecclesiastical opinion between the clergy 
of the Established Church of Scotland 
and the other Presbyterian Churches. 
Nobody would welcome that tendency 
more than the Free Churches in this 
country ; but it was impossible for them 
to stand aside when this very important 
question was raised and treat it merely 
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as a local question affecting Scotland 


alone. Supposing that in the next 
Parliament the question was raised.as to 
the position of the Welsh Church. Would 
the new doctrine then be accepted that 
Scotland and England were not to inter- 
fere at all with the ecclesiastical position 
raised by their friends in Wales? There 
were several Gentlemen opposite, who 
had been loud in their denunciation 
of the Nonconformists of England who 
wouldtbe the very first to say that the rela- 
tionof the Church in Wales with that ofthe 
Church of England was a question which 
vitally affected the English, Scotch, and 
even Irish Members, 


But there was another part of the Bill 
with which some of them were not satisfied. 
It seemed to him to denude the 
parishioners in Scotland from some of the 
rights which they had hitherto enjoyed, 
and to confer these rights on an exclusive 
section of the parishioners. Let him 
apply that toan English parish. In Eng- 
land the Established Church was at 
present as much a Department of the State 
as the Post Office, or the Army or Navy ; 
and the clergymen of that Church had 


certain duties to perform to the 
parishioners. They were bound to bury 


them, to marry them, to preach to them, 
and there was a place provided nominally 
for every parishioner in the parish 
church. But what was proposed by 
this specific clause was to vary this post- 
tion of the parish minister, so far as his 
doctrinal tenets were concerned, in Scot- 
land at the instance of one particular 
section of the parishioners. He was told 
that in Scotland the parishioners had a 
right, totally separate from the particular 
section to which the Church of Scotland 
was appropriated, to demand those ser- 
vices ; and he thought, in view of the fact 
that this clause might be quoted as a pre- 
Mr. Perks. 
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cedent for any important alteration of 
the relations of the Church of England 
with the State, and, particularly in 
view of the fact that there was a growing 
section of the Church of England which 
had been asking for that spiritual 
freedom without the surrender of the 
emoluments of the State—he thought 
it was the duty of those who were op- 
posed to a State Establishment to vote 
against this clause. 


*Sir MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said that this was a question 
in which he himself and his _ consti- 
tuents had taken a great deal of interest. 
He thought that it would have a very 
great effect in uniting the different 
Presbyterian denominations in Scotland, 
These were already almost united in 
form of doctrine and Church govern- 
ment. This was not a question for 
the General Assembly itself. From a 
constitutional point of view the General 
Assembly had access to the lay mind 


of Scotland in a very remarkable degree, 


and he maintained that the lay elders 
were not likely to be silenced in regard 
to Biblical criticism or in regard to the 
interpretation ot the standards of the 
Church. But during the last forty or 
fifty years all the Presbyterian Churches 
had made great progress. All had got 
their sphere of usefulness in Scotland ; 
and he thought that to talk of disestab- 
lishment was only to use a political phrase 
to destroy that usefulness. He believed 
in the good which had been accom- 
plished by the United Free Church, but 
the Church of Scotland had also made 
great progress during the last few years. 
He hoped that the effect of inserting this 
clause in the Bill would not be considered 
as a Parliamentary manceuvre, but 
intended, as a set purpose, to promote 
the union of all the Presbyterian Churches 
in Scotland, which would promote the 
cause of religion in Scotland. He was 
sure that the predominant feeling in the 
minds of the younger generation in 
Scotland was in favour of such a union. 
He was aware that a few of those who 
were accustomed to the old ways might 
regard the insertion of this clause with 
disfavour; but he was quite satisfied 
that, from the opinions of those with 
whom he hed talked, there was a 
strong opinion in the vast majority of 
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the people of Scotland. that this clause | 
was the best for the Church of Scotland | 
whole people of Scotland. | 
Not one amongst the Scottish Members | 


and the 


who had spoken wanted to see this Bill 
wrecked, and everybody knew the unani- 
mous importance attached in Scotland 
to getting it through with as little delay 
as possible. He had no doubt that 
when the Third Reading of the Bill was 
passed—as he was sure it would be 
passed—that it would go forth to Scotland 
that the Scotch Members were, for once, 
determined to pass a measure which had 
in its origin the desire to do good to 
their country. 





*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said that if this was a question that 
affected Scotland and Scotland alone, 
no English Liberal Member in the House 
would oppose the clause. But the principle 
struck at the root of the Established 
Churches of England and Wales as well 
as Scotland, and therefore they ought 
to be very careful, in adopting the policy 
now recommended, to take into account 
its influence upon the policy of Parlia- 
ment if it should be demanded to be 
applied to the Church of England. 
This was not a question of establishment 
or disestablishinent only, but whether 
the House should continue to control 
the trust committed to its charge. 
When in Committee, the hon. Member for 
Morley endeavoured to take away from 
this clause the wider issue, by moving 
that the formula desired should be 
subjected for the assent of Parliament. 
In supporting that he had endeavoured 
to express sympethy with the gen- 
erous development of thought within 
the Church, and at the seme time to 
retain the control of Parliament in this 
matter. But they must have regard 
tothe deeper issues that arose out of the 
decision that would be taken on this 
clause, and whilst they sympathised with 
the growing feeling of friendship between 
the several Churches in Scotland, they 
should not support such development 
at the expense of justice and equity in 
dealing with the wider matters for 
which they were responsible in the other 
Churches. 


Mr. BRYCE said that this was a large 
question which raised a great many 
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different issues which were regarded 
from different points of view by various 
hon. Members. It was too large a ques- 
tion to be discus-ed on one evening at 
the close of the session and should have 
been made the subject of a separate 
Bill. It had been said that the loss of 
this clause would wreck the Bill. On 
the contrary, he believed that dropping 
this clause would eliminate foreign 
matter and make its passage easy. The 
hon. Member for Durham had argued 
as if this were merely a question of 
relieving an Established Church from a 
subscription which was grievous to its 
members and a burden to their con- 
-clences. But that was not the proposal 
of the clause. The proposal was to em- 
power the General Assembly of the Estab- 
lished Church to prescribe a new formula. 
That was a totally different thing. It 
was quite impossible to resist the course 
of theological development in any Church. 
Even the Roman Catholic Church had 
been obliged to resign itself to the 
development of theological thought. 
Therefore, let it not be thought that 
opposition to that proposal was to be 
attributed to a desire, which he repudi- 
ated, to impose a burden on the con- 
sciences of Churchmen. The right 
hon. Member for Haddington  sup- 
ported the clause from a different point 
of view, thinking that it took a step 
towards disestablishment. That was not 
the opinion of the hon. Baronet who had 
recently spoken,nor of the Lord-Advocate, 
norof the First Lerd of the Treasury, nor 
of the General Assembly. He could not 
support the Billon either of these grounds 
put forward with such ability and candour 
by his right hen. and hon. friend. 


This was a Bill which affected the 
interests of the laity. In every parish the 
laity had a clergyman who had made the 
subscription they desired. It was not 
easy to see what formula could be devised 
which could completely ease the con- 
sciences of all. There was a great deal 
in the Confession of Faith which many 
might think was not agreeable to the 
Word of God, and who might interpret the 
Word of God in quite a different sense to 
that in which it was interpreted by those 
who sat in We-tminster two and a-half 
centuries ago. Therefore he might re- 
mind the House that when they talked of 
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relieving consciences they were talking of | 
entering on a task of which it might 
be easy to see the beginning but 
not the end, or even the road by 


which they must travel. That was 
what this clause would effect. He 
did not know that it would bring 


them any nearer to, or any further from, 
disestablishment, but it would give to the 
Established Church of Scotland what no 
Established Church ever had enjoyed in 
this country and no Established Church 
enjoyed in any other country—it would 
give it the power of prescribing its own 
formula and of determining what pur- 
ported to be the creed of the nation. 
The Church of Scotland was established 
through Parliament because it held the 
creed of the nation, The Established 
Church could not have it both ways. 
They could not have all the freedom for 
their own Church Courts which the 
voluntary Churches must have and yet 
claim the privileges which an Established 
Church enjoved. The Lord-Advocate had 
spoken of giving a fair platform to the 
different Churches. Such language would 
be fitting from the lips of a disestablisher. 
The Established Church of Scotland en- 
joyed property, State assistance, and 
patronage, which the other Churches did 
not, and to talk of a fair platform for 
the different Churches was simply to 
suggest the disestablishment of the State 
Church. This clause would denationalise 
the Church, and to hand it over to the 
Genera] Assembly would be to destroy 
its claim to be the national Church of 
Scotland. The proper way to relieve the 
clergy would have been to bring in a 
Bill similar to the English Act of 1865, 
giving the General Assembly power to 
submit amendments to Parliament. 
But he protested against this hasty 
device for introducing a momentous 
change when it could not be fully con- 
sidered. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE said that 
complaint had been made that hon. 
Members who were not Scotch and who 
were not Presbyterians had interfered 
in a question of Presbyterian doctrine. 
If that was to be the doctrine all round, 
well and good, but he might point out 
that there was a Scotchman and a Scotch 
Presbyterian, in the person of the Prime 
Minister, who was rather interfering with 


Mr. Bryce. 
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the people of England and Wales. This. 
after all, was not a Scotch question, 
That was the peculiar position of the 
clause, that although this was in g Scotch 
Bill it was a great deal more important 
to England and Wales than it was to 
Scotland. If this was a Scotch Parlia- 
ment he quite agreed that it would be 
out of place to interfere with a Scotch 
measure, but this Parliament represented 
the whole of the United Kingdom, and once 
they subscribed to this clause they would 
be bound not only so far as Scotland 
was concerned but also as regarded 
England and Wales. Upon the pre- 
vious occasion when the Bill was 
discussed, the Prime Minister laid it 
down that he did not consider that 
this Bill could be used as a precedent 
for dealing with the Church in England 
and Wales. Declarations of that kind 
were wanted in the country, because they 
could not be sure that the Prime Minister 
would not at some time or other, under 
pressure of the extreme clerical Party in 
the House, incorporate this clause in an 
Act for England and Wales. 


This was not an imaginary danger, 
because at this moment it was being 
suggested to the Commission on Church 
Disorders that the identical remedy 
of this Bill should be adopted. The 
question was not whether these 
gentlemen had to subscribe to all the 
statements made by Moses. but whether 
it was a national Church, and whether 
the machinery of the nation should not 
be brought to bear upon formulas of 
that character, It was all verv well to 
sav that it was a national Church when 
they wanted tithe, but that the moment 
a fayour was wanted it had ceased to 
be a national Church and was Presby- 
terian. Ifa Church were maintained as 
a national Church for the sake of privilege 
and patronage, it must be a national 
Church also in respect of the control of 
Parliament. They could not have it 
both ways. The Government were treat- 
ing this Church as a sect for the purposes 
of its formulas but not as a sect for 
the purposes of its endowments. 
It was said that this was done in the 
name of freedom. If Churches were to 
be progressive, they must pay the 
price of progress. Let them give back 
to the nation the emoluments and 
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endowments that came from the State} between Church and State. 
comiection if they wished to be free of | Scotland 


(Scotland) Bill. 398 
But in 
there was not a_ solitary 


State control. An agitation had already | person in the Church in whose appoint- 
becun in the Church of England | ment the Crown had so much as a 


against this 
which hon. Members had _ spoken. 
Presently the Athanasian Creed would 
be attacked, and let the First Lord of 
the Treasury remember this, that if 
the Athanasian Creed was attacked 
the whole moral basis 
would be gone. As a member of the 
national Church he claimed to have a 


voice in determining the meaning of the | 


Athanasian Creed. The object of this 
agitation was not to get rid of rusty 
creeds, but to give more power to the 
clergy, tofree them from lay control, 


and to shed the Protestant character of | 


the Church. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
regretted that this clause had been 
introduced into the Bill and thought 
it would have been of better augury 
if the Church of Scotland had not 
consented to take advantage of this 
opportunity to raise a question which 
of itself was well worthy of considera- 
tion. The hon. Member for Carnar- 
von had unintentionally misrepresented 
the point of view from which Scotch 


Members regarded the interposition of | 


English Members in these debates. Al] 
thev asked was that English and Welsh 
Members should judge of the questions 
at issue by Scotch standards. Nobody 
complained in the least of the inter- 
position of English or Welsh Members, 
particularly Nonconformists, as it was well 
known what they had in mind. They 


apprehended that the position and doc- | 


trines of the Church of England might 
be affected by this clause. Personally 
he did not see how the treatment of this 
particular Scotch question could be 
regarded as having any bearing what- 
ever on the Church of England. 


Hon. Members spoke of the establish- 
ment, and the relation between Church 
and State. What was the relation 
between Church and State in Scotland ? 
In England appointments from the 
Archbishop of Canterbury down to the 
Vicar or rector of a parish were made 
by the Crown or the lay patron. That 
was the strongest form of connection 


of retaliation | 


‘narrow theology,’ of! whisper. In England the doctrine of 


| the Church might come up for adjudi- 
cation before the King in Council, and 
| the decisions of the Privy Council were 
binding on both laity and clergy. In 
| Scotland nothing of the kind obtained. 
There was no supervision or control by the 
| temporal Courts over spiritual doctrine. 
| There was control over property, but 
that obtained in regard to every Church, 
established or disestablished. Wherever 
a trust was created the Courts were bound 
to administer that trust, and if the trust 
| depended upon doctrinal considerations 
the Court was bound to take note of 
doctrine. There was no analogy between 
the General Assembly and Convocation. 
The General Assembly consisted of minis- 
ters and laity, and it controlled both. 
Convocation ever since a statute of 
Henry VIII. had been unable to bind the 
laity under any circumstances, and he 
doubted whether anything they did 
could bind themselves. No fresh canon 
could be made by Convocation, nor could 
one even be recommended without the 
express licence of the Crown. On the 
other hand, whey: the General Assembly 
met, the Lord High Commissioner, ap- 
| pointed by the Crown, made an «address. 
The debates were carried on under the 
presidency of the moderator; every- 
thing was done by him, and no power 
of any sort whatever rested with the 
Lord High Commissioner. Indeed, the 
Church of Scotland had never recognised 
that the Lord High Commissioner of the 
Crown had the right even to fix the date 
}on which the General As:embly should 
meet. That was the sum total of the 
connection with the State; whether it 
was worth while to maintain it he would 
not now discuss. 


He was in favour of disestablishment, 
| because he believed in absolutely un- 
questioned freedom in all matters of 
this kind. What was the origin of 
| its being called an Established Church ? 
| Between 1682 and 1688 approximately 
| there was a great persecution in Scot- 
| land, and the statutes of 1690 and 1693 
| were passed jor the purpose of binding 
| the State to the Church, to assure the 
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people that Episcopacy would not be | 
forced upon the Church of Scotland, as 
was intended in the reign of James II., 
and those statutes were recognised under 
the Act of Union in 1707. The con- 
nection between Church and State was 
the slenderest imaginable, and it was 


impossible for anyone who had regard | 


to the history of the country to suppose 


that what might be done in connection | 


with the Church of Scotland would afford 
any precedent in regard to the Church 
of England. It was perfectly right, 


fair, and legitimate that English Noncon- | 


formists should wish to assure themselves 
on the point, but it was impossible to 
suppose that out of such circumstances 
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he regretted the inclusion of the claus® 
/as it raised controversies which might 
have been avoided, and he should not 
| support it, but he could not say that the 
fears expressed by hon. Members had 
been sustained by the debate, or any 
‘cause shown for their entertaining them, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
‘refrained from speaking, not from any 
|want of respect to the House, but 
‘because the matter had been dis- 
cussed on a previous occasion. The 
question had now been fully debated, 
and he appealed to the House to come 
to a decision. 


as now existed there could arise a pre- | 


cedent which could be used for the 


Question put. 


Romanising of the Church of England. | 


Historical considerations should dispel 
As he had said, however, 


any such alarm. 
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‘Tritton, Sir Charles Ernest 
Tutf, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexencer 

Walker, Col, William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE.(Taunton ) 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick (Bristel,N.) 
Wilson, A, Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wison, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col, W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, Jolm Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M*Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,H.) 
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Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny ) 
O'Connor, James {Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

edmond, John EK. (Waterford 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Russell, T. W. 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Schwann, Charies E. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.} 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Snelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR.(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, JA(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay) 
Wason,jEugene (Glackniannan) 
White Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Huddersf d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES-— 
Mr. George White and M: 
Henry J. Wilson. 


board which nominated 


Mr. BRYCE said he desired to move 
the Amendment which stood in his name 
He felt bound to submit the question 
egain to the House. He noticed that 
on the last occasion this Amendment 
was supported by a considerable majority 
of Scotch Members. 


and it put the professors of Scotch 
Universities in a worse position than they 
stood in at the present moment. 
was not raising this question because 
the Government proposed to alter the 


present conditions and put the pro-| 
fessors under a burden which they were | 
create such a board directly. 
ernment knew perfectly well that a Bil! 


not now subjected to. The professors 
now had Parliament to appeal to, but 


under this Bill they would have to appeal | 


The proposal 
to the 


to an ecclesiastical body. 


in this clause was distasteful 


professors, and the General Assembly | 
had never expressedany desire to have this | 
power over the professors, With regard | 
to the persons who should be entitled | 


| in Scotland and to this House. 
He objected to the | 
part of the clause which he proposed | 
to leave out because it was not necessary, | 


He | 


to sit on the 
these professors, he suggested to the 


| House that it was perfectly possible 


to deal with that question in a way which 
would be satisfactory to public opinion 
If it was 
essential to alter the appointing body 
and bring in clerical representatives, 
all that was necessary might be done in 
one or two ways. It could be done by 
altering the ordinance of the University. 
He thought it wasa tenable view that the 
ordinance might be altered in that form. 


|The other way would be to bring ina Bill 


which would empower the Privy Counci! 
to create such a board, or which would 


The Gov- 


of that kind would be passed withou: 
any controversy, and that no difficulty 
would arise. The Government, having 
in 1889 empowered a Commission to 
deal with this question, became morally 
bound to carry out the recommendation s 
of the Commission. He believed that 
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an immense body of opinion in Scotland 
was in favour of freeing the professors | 
That could be done with 

The Government ought 
either to omit this part of the clause 
oc give an undertaking that they would 
at the earliest possible moment endeavour 


from tests. 
perfect ease. 


{26 Jury 1905! 


word 
12 2% 


to remedy this injustice and carry out 


the recommendations fo the Commission. 


He begged to move. 


Avg-Gardner, James ‘lynte 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William R eynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir. H. 
Bagot, Capt, Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. 
Balfour, Capt. 


A.J.(Manch’r 


Question put, 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 5, line 10, to leave out from the 
* established ’ 
—(Mr. Bryce.) 


to the word ‘ shall’ inline 


“That the words pro- 


Bill.” 
The House divided: — Ayes, 255; 
Noes, 168. (Division List No. 315) 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Cubitt, 
| Dalkeith, 


| Davenport, 


| Douglas, Rt. 
C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW./Leed) | 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh., ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beach, Rt. HnSirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel ae 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher. John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Hon, Henry 

Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir JosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.SirJohn E, 
Doughty, Sir George 

Hon, A, Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon, A. de Tatton 


Edmond 


| Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W. 


Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. | 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Caiyzer, Sir Charles William 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


H. 


| Gray, 
| Greene, 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm.) | 


Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. ) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos. H. A, E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A, Cameron (Glasgow) 


| 
| 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellows, Rt.Hn AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirRB.(Inv’m’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon, Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip 8.(Warwick,S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,' Ww. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon, ArthurFred. 


| Jessel, CaptainHerbert Merton 


Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rHamlets | 


Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Hon, George Joachim 
Edward Alfred 
Henry Robert 
Ham) 


Gorst, Rt. 

Goschen, 
Goulding, 
Graham, 
Ernest (W est 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon, Roiand 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


| Hamilton, RtHnLordG,( Middx 


Hamilton, Marg.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F, Leverton(Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 


Herry D, (Shrewsbury) | 


Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh ) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(MileEnd) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham. 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.8. 
Llewllyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming. 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, a ewis(EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, ies 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hon.W.F. 
Melville, Beresfo;d Valentine 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 








407 Churches 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E.(York,NRWhitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Chance, Frederick William 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH.(Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt.HnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon, W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv) 





NOES. 


Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’sBghs) 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Thomas Sir 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphil;, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk | 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel } 
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Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Sir Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick(Bristol,N.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
JonesDavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 


| Kilbride, Denis 
| Kitson, Sir James 


Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 


Layland- Barratt. Francis 


| Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 


| Lundon, W. 


MacNeill, John GordonSwift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 


| Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 


Mooney, John J. 

Morley, RtHon.John( Montrose 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O'Connor, James( Wicklow. W.) 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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O'Dowd, John Russell, T. W. 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

0’Shee, James John 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 


Sheehy, David 


Sinclair, John 


Tully, Jasper 
Villiers, Ernest 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 5, line 21, after the word ‘and, 
to insert the words ‘unless the context 
otherwise requires.’ ”’—(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column 1, lines 10 and 11, to | 


leave out the words ‘suppl:menting congrega- 
tional contributions towards the.’ ” — (The 
Lord- Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column 2, line 13, to leave out 
the words ‘General Church,’ and insert the 
words ‘these or similar.’ ’’—(Vr. 
Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column !}, line 15,” after the 
word ‘Act,’ to insert the words ‘and for 
itinerant preachers.’ ”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column 1, line 16, to leave out 
paragraph (b), line 16 to end, and insert the 
words ‘ (5) General purposes of administration 
and management.’ °—{ Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed te. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, coluwn 1, lines 16 and 17, to 
leave out the words ‘of the church, including 
>. rn 8 

expenses.’ ”’—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


(26 Juy 1905} 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt.HnCR.(Northants) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Stanhope, Hon. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) | 

Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower | TELLERS 
Toulmin, George 


Thomas | 
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| Wallace, Robert 


Samuel, Herbert L-(Cleveland) | Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney ) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay, T. 


| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


(Forfarshire) 


| Wood, James 


Philip James 
| Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersf'd. 


FOR THE NoOES— 
| Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
| Mr. Causton. 
| 


Amherst 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 6, column 1, lines 18 and 19, to 

leave out the words ‘ provision for itinerant 


| preachers,’ and insert the words ‘management 
| of the Free Church.’ ”’—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, column 2, line 23, to leave out 
| the words ‘for teachers.’ °"—(The Lord-Advo- 
| cate.) 


| Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


| “In page 6, column 2, line 23, to leave out 
| the word ‘ training.’ ”"—(The Lord- Advocate.) 
| 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


““In page 6, column 2, line 24, at end to 
insert the words ‘or given.’ ”—(7The Lord- 
Advocate. ) 


| 
| 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT-DICKSON: I ask the 
House to consent to the Third Reading 
of the Bill being now taken. 


Question, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
a third time,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


IRISH EDUCATION (AFFLICTED 
CHILDREN) BILL. 


[Seconp READING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.) 
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said ihat in moving the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill he had to explain that 
it was an unfortunate fact that no 
provision was made in Ireland, similar 
to that existing already in England 
and Scotland, for afflicted children. 
The Bill dealt with children who were 
blind or deaf or physically defective. 
It made it compulsory on the local 


authority to provide for the education 
of blind and deaf children, and to 


defray the cost out of the rates, subject 
to a State contribution, the amount of 
which would be dependent upon the 
provision to be made by the Central 
Board of Education with the approval of 
the Treasury. Roughly speaking, that 
would be about one-third of the cost. 
At present if the local authorities de- 
sired to deal with these children they 
could only send them toe the work- 
house or to existing institutions, pay- 
ing the whole cost out of the rates. 
The Bill applied to the county councils, 
the town commissioners, and also to 
all those rural districts which had 
adopted the Education Act, so that 
it would apply to a considerable part of 
Treland. It would enable local author- 
ities to contribute out of the rates to 
such existing institutions for their en- 
largement and improvement so far as 
was necessary for the reception of the 
children afHicted. There were, it 
appeared, a sufficient number of them 
to which children could be sent; and 
it would not. therefore, be necessary for 
local authorities to provide institutions. 
The rates out of which the cost would 
be borne would be the poor rate in 
the case of the county council, the 
borough rate in the case of the borough 
council, and the Towns Improvement 
Act—or the local Aects—in the case 
of the urban districts. He expressed 
the hope that as the Bill was regarded 
as uncontroversial it would find accep- 
tance in the House. It was obviously 
desirable that there should be an oppor- 
tunity given to local authorities to make 
some decent provision for children who 
not only required education but who, 
from their mental and physical intir- 
mities, commanded their sympathy. 


SO 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr, Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he did not oppose the Second Read- 
ing, but he pressed for time in Committee 
for the consideration of the Bill, stating 
that some of the provisions required 
discussion. This was a compulsory Bill, 
and he did not know whether the Bill 
had been brought before the local author- 
ities in any way. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said a great many 
recommendations had been received 
from various bodies in Ireland that the 
powers should be eonferred, and in the 
Bill they tried to faithfully carry out 
the expression of opinion in many 
quarters in Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he thought 
they should have some evidence of that 
opinion, and in its absence he did not 
desire to pledge himself. He under- 
stood that the contribution from the 
Government was to be an additional 
grant to the existing educational graut 
in Ireland and that it was :ot to be put 
on the Development (‘rant. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: No. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was 
glad to know that it was not to come out 
of the existing educational funds in Ite- 
land. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the pre- 
cedent to be followed was precisely that 
of England and Scotland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked it the 
right hon. Gentleman would undertake 
to provide some time for consideration 
of the Bill in Cemmittee. Anxious as 
they were to promote the objects of the 
Bill, which did not seem to be a very 
objectionable Bill, he would not consent 
to the Second Reading unless they had 
some opportunity of laying before the 
Government the views of the local 
authorities and the public in Ireland on 
the subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it 
obvious he could not give an undertaking 
as to the time that would be available 


Was 


for the Committee stage of the Bill. 
Surely the hon. Member would not 


enforce such a demand until he had seen 
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the Bill and ascertained whether there 
were any changes he desired to make in | 


it. He. however, would do his best to | 


obtain some time to enable hon. Members 
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opposite to make any suggestions they | 


thought would be desirable. 


was not a new one. It had been on 
the stocks for a considerable time. 
Me. JOHN REDMOND: The Bill 


was only printed six or seven days ago. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said what he 
meant was that the subject of the Bill had 
heen the object of considerable discussion 
in Ireland for some time. 
authorities had discussed the question, 
and in carrying out the objects of the 
Bill the Government had accepted the 
suggestions of the people of Ireland and 
Members opposite. As far as 
went, the Bill was 


of hon. 
his information 


The local | 


the result of expressions of opinion in| 


many directions in Ireland, and the 
Government had endeavoured faithfully 


to give effect to those expressions of 
opinion. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 


Bill was a long one, and, though the 
subject with which it dealt was one 
of which they all approved, it was one 
that thev could not allow to pass with- 
out some consideration. He had only 
read the Bill very hastily, but he had 
found three clauses which he could not 
imagine the Irish Party allowing to go 
through without some examination. 
(‘lause 15, for instance, provided that— 

~The Commissioners may give aid from 
moneys provided by Parliament for public 
education in Treland to a school in respect of 
education given to afflicted children, to such 
an aniount and on such conditions as may be 
directed ”’ 

The 


carry 


wording of the clause did not 
out the intention of the Govern- 
nent. Then Clause 10 provided that 
the local authority should send a child, 
it possible, to a school under the manage- 
ment of persons of the same religious 
persuasion. Who was to be the judge 
in that regard ? Clause 7 was the most 
contentious clause of any he had seen. 
It said— 

‘Tf the local authority fail to fulfil any of | 
their duties under this Act, the Commissioners 


may, after holding a public inquiry, make such | 
order as the 2 think necessary or proper for the | 


The Bill, 
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purpose of compelling the authority to fulfil 
its duty.” 4 


It was a compulsory Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Only as regards 


the blind and deaf. 


Mr. DILLON said that, nevertheless, 


| that was an enormous power to give to 


‘blank cheque of 


the Board of Education, and he doubted 


| whether the local authorities of Ireland 


would agree to giving that Board a 
that character. It 
was therefore plain that the Bill required 


'very careful consideration. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8S.) 
said some of them had been endeavouring 
for many years to get assistance for this 
class of children, and he welcomed the 
Bill most heartily. It was not a measure 
that would be opposed on Party grounds. 
Everv Irish representative, whatever 
constitutency he represented, was anxious 
to see it carried; but at the same time 
it was impossible to let this Bill or any 
other Bill through in the dog days with- 
out careful examination. The National 
Board in I[reland was not so highly 
respected that they could commit to it 
any power without careful examination. 
While nothing was done in Ireland for 
this class of children much was done in 
England and Scotland, and he could 
assure the Chief Secretary that the Irish 
Members were prepared to make any 
sacrifices so that this Bill could be con- 
sidered, but the Chief Secretary must 
not ask them simply to accept the Bill 
without any consideration at all. They 
did not want much time, but he hoped 
the Chief Secretary would secure for 
them some little time in which the 
provisions of the Bill might be carefully 
examined, 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said he understood from the right hon. 
Gentleman that the contribution from 
the Treasury would be one-third. He 
asked whether that was the same as the 
contribution which was made to England. 
Betore he assented to the Second Reading 
of this Bill he would like it proved by 
| figures that the contribution to England 
tor the last eleven years had only amount- 
ed to one-third, because his recollection 
was that the sum voted was much larger, 
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and for Scotland it was larger still. He 
asked, before this Bill was fut on the 
Paper again, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should take out of the Estimates 
and the Treasury records the amount of 
the contribution which had been made 
by the Treasury and that which had been 
made by the local authorities in England 
since 1893. In his opinion, Irish Members 
ought not to be content unless an assur- 
ance was given that a Parliamentary 
Paper would be issued giving that in- 
formation. | 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
entirely agreed with what had fallen 
from members of the Irish Party. He 
only desired to say that, so far as he was 
aware, the local authorities of Ireland 
had received no notice of this Bill, which, 
so far as he could gathe1, had only been 
printed some seven or eight days. He 
thought the people of Ireland, upon whom 
the duty would be thrown of administer- 
ing this Bill, ought to have an opportunity 
of considering it, and that every local 
authority ought to receive a copy of the 
Bill. He would not delay the House further 
than to say that he hoped those who 
would have to administer the Bill would 
be given an opportunity of considering 
the matter in detail. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
that while Irish Members would be 
glad to give all reasonable support to 
the Bill, they had to remember that 
local taxation in Ireland was very heavy 
indeed, and they were anxious that 
no additional burdens should be placed 
on the ratepayers unless they were 
absolutely unavoidable. So far as the 
burdens likely to be imposed by this 
Bill were concerned, the House was 
completely in the dark. He agreed 
that it was highly objectionable to give 
the Commissioners of National Education 
power to compel the county councils 
to carry into effect the provisions of 
the Bill. It had not been stated in 
what proportions the burden was to | 
be borne by the local rates and the 
Exchequer, and it was doubtful out of 
what fund the grant was to be made. 
He thought these were points which 
ought to be explained before the House , 
committed itself to the measure. 


Mr. Clancy. 


{COMMONS} 





(Afflicted Children) Bill. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 
fordshire, Lichfield) asked whether the 
Bill simply extended to Ireland the 
powers already existing in England 
and Scotland. He understood that that 
was so so far as the financial part of the 
measure was concerned, but the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to express some 
doubt as to whether many of the other 
powers in the Bill were quite the same. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said that in 
asking why no statement had been made 
as to the burden which would be thrown 
on the rates, the hon. and _ learned 
Gentleman opposite had overlooked the 
fact that this Bill actually proposed 
to lessen the burdens which now existed. 
Under the law as it stood, if boards of 
guardians desired to provide for these 
unfortunate children, and did not send 
them to the workhouse, the whole of 
the extra cost fell upon the rates. The 
Bill proposed to reduce that cost, not 
increase it, because if guardians took ad- 
vantage of these powers to send the 
children to suitable institutions, two- 
thirds approximately of the cost would 
be borne by the local rates, and 
one-third by the Exchequer. As to 
whether the cost would come out of 
existing Votes or out of 9 Vote for the 
purpose, it was a well-known principle 
that when a power of this kind was put 
into a Bill the cost came out of the 
money voted for the purposes of the 
Bill. If, however, there was the smallest 
doubt as to that under the Bill it would 
be amended. The hon. Member for 
North Dublin had asked him for informa- 
tion as to the basis on which the calcula- 
tion had been made. The Government 
had taken the results of the English and 
Scotch Acts, and as they had determined 
to extend the same powers to Ireland 
they had gone on the assumption that 
similar results would follow. He thought 
a fair estimate of the cost to the local 
rates would be £10,000, and the contribu- 
tion out of the Imperial Exchequer 
£5,000. He quite admitted the force 
of the suggestion that there should be 
more information as to the precise 
figures, and he would be very glad to 
obtain any information he could for the 
benefit of the House. He recognised the 
friendly and non-controversial spirit in 
which the Bill had been received by 














417 Osborne Estate Act (1902) 


hon. Gentlemen opposite. It was ob- 
vious that they could not pledge them- 
selves as to the details of the Bill until 


they had had time to examine them, and | 


if it were necessary to deal with them by 
Amendment he would do his best to 
meet them. The criticism already made 
did not offer any probability of prolonged 
consideration in Committee. He, on 
behalf of the Government, put the Bill 
forward in an entirely non-controversial 
spirit, having the same object in view 
as most hon. Members opposite, and he 
did not anticipate any difficulty in coming 
to an arrangement upon the points which 
had been raised. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin 
Harbour) pointed out that many of the 
schools in Ireland dealing with deaf 
and blind children were not in any 
connected with the National 
Board. This Bill proposed to give the 
National Board power to audit and 
inspect the accounts of those schools 
and that was a distinct departure from 
the principles upon which those schools, 
were governed at the present time. 


sense 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said | 


that during the passage of the Local 
(rovernment Act of 1898 through the 
House of Commons the attention of the 
Government was drawn to this subject. 
In his opinion this was not the proper 
time to introduce this Bill, because the 
tendency of all the numerous boards in 
Ireland at the present time was to raise 
their expenditure in every department. 
There was at the present time a Poor 
Law Commission inquiring into the 
Poor Law system with the imtention 
of seeing whether it would not be possible 
to reduce the number of workhouses 
in Ireland. 
this at the present moment would be 
only adding one more torture to the 
ratepayers of Ireland. This Bill would 
establish a new class of officials, and 
there were many other obstacles standing 
in the way. The proper way to deal 
with this question would be to wait 
until the Report of the Poor Law Com- 
mission was issued, and then they might 
be able to find some way of economising 
instead of tinkering in this way with 
such an important subject. 
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To take up a matter like , 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


OSBORNE ESTATE ACT (1902) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


[SeconD READING. | 


Urder for Second Reading read. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
Derbyshire, W.) formally moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
'“ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said that as no explanation of this Bill 
had been offered by the Government, 
it fell upon him to explain the nature 
of this measure The Osborne Estate 
belonged to the late Queen as private 
property apart altogether from Crown 
property, and she was particularly 
anxious that the Osborne Estate should 
remain the property of the Crown. She held 
the Osborne Estate as private property 
and paid taxes upon it, and she was very 
solicitous that Osborne should be retained 
as the personal property of the Crewn. 
In consequence of the property being 
bequeathed in that way, on the Second 
Reading of the Bill last year he explained 
how solicitous Her Majesty had been 
in handing this property down as a 
personal appendage to the Crown. 
When the Osborne property was handed 
over to the nation it was stated that 
it was a valuable gift on the part of His 
Majesty. They were told that the free 
income of the estate was £1,000 a year. 
It was provided in the Osborne Estate 
, Act that the portion of Osborne House 
which had been in the personal occu- 
pancy of the lateQueenshould be retained 
as a memorial of Her Majesty and be 
open to the general public, while the 
rest of the house should be devoted 
to the benefit of officers of His Majesty’s 
naval and military forces, their wives, 
widows, and families. At the time of 
the passing of the Act it was said that 
the structural alterations required were 
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estimated at between £5,000 and £6,000. 
It was further stated that the upkeep 
of the house and gardens would be from 
£3,000 to £5,000 a vear. It was not 
long since 1902 when the Act was 
passed, but they found from the current 
vear’s Estimates that the amount to be 
expended on Osborne was £14,900. 
Last year the amount for structural 
alterations was £20,550. The House 
would, therefore, see that this property, 
which was said to be a valuable gift to 
the nation, had turned out to be an 
enormous burden. It was now proposed 
by the Bill before the House to extend 
the benefits of the convalescent home 


{COMMONS} 





at Osborne to other branches of the 
public service, having particularly those 
in view who were serving the Crown 
in the Colonies or foreign countries 
under unhealthy or dangerous conditions. 
Who was to have the patronage with 
regard to the persons who were to 
occupy Osborne ? The place was to be 
under the management of the Com- 
missioner of Works. The Department 
of the Commissioner of Works was 
represented in the House, and it was 
answerable to the House for the manner 
in which it exercised its patronage. But 
this Bill proposed that the patronage 
in regard to the admissions to Osborne 
should be handed over to the Privy 
Council. 





And, it being half-past Seven of the | 
clock, the debate stool abjourned till | 
this Evening’s Sitting. | 

| 
| 


EVENING SITTING. | 
wal eet 
LONDON BUILDING ACTS (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL. (BY ORDER.) 
As amended considered. | 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.), 
on behalf of the Chairman of Ways 
and Means, moved that the Standing 
Orders be suspended and that the Bill 
be now read a third time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be 
suspended and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.” —(Mr. Ca!dwell.) 


Mr. Caldwell, 
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*Srr ALBERY ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) said that some of his constituents, 
being both the largest and smallest 
tradesmen in Islington, felt that their 
interests would be very much affected 
by what they regarded as the very drastic 
methods adopted in the Bill for the 
prevention of the consequences of fire, 
The London Chamber of Commerce had 
represented the feeling that existed 
to the Committee which dealt with the 
Bill, with the result that very material 
modifications had been made in the 
measure which went far, but by no means 
entirely, to remove what were regarded 
as its more objectionable features. He 
submitted that the class for whom he 
spoke deserved, owing to competition 
and other public burdens upon them, 
every consideration, and that the pro- 
moters of the Bill should recognise 
the duty of not asking for more than 
was absolutely necessary for the protec- 
tion of life and property. One or two 
points of difference which had been 
discussed still remained, and he hoped 
that opportunities of negotiating them 
would be afforded when the Bill was 
dealt with in another place, otherwise 
the only other course would be for his 
constituents and the chamber of com- 
meree, aS they said, to present a_peti- 
tion and go to further expense in 
opposing the measure. On the present 
occasion he could only content himself 
with making this protest ov behalf 
of his constituents. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


(King’s Consent and Prince of Wales’ 
Consent signified). 


Bill rea! the third time, and pa-sed. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 

Str A. HAYTER (Walsall) called atten- 
tion to the four Reports of the Public 
Accounts Committee ; and moved, ‘‘ That 
the said Reports be now taken into con- 
sideration.”’ He said that all the members 
of the Committee rejoiced that the Prime 
Minister, mainly owing to the exertions 
of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, 
had given them this opportunity of bring- 
ing their Reports before the House. He 
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could assure the House, although their 
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Reports were not seen, that the 
labours of the Committee had not 
been without fruit, because the Treasury 
were bound to take their recommenda- 
tions into consideration, and not only to 
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| 


| 


| do with them. 


call to account any Department impli- | 
cated, but also to send to the Committee | 


a Paper showing the answer made by the 
Department. The first recommendation 
the Committee made this year was that 
the grants not exceeding £500, placed at 
the disposal of general officers command- 
ing for unforeseen charges, should be 
applied solely to that purpose and not 
applied, as it appeared they had been, 
to supplement ordinary Votes and especi- 
ally the Vote for works. The Treasury 
had issued regulations under which these 
grants were to be spent, and had warned 
general officers commanding that the 
grants would be withdrawn unless the 
conditions under which they were made 
were observed. Another recommendation 
of the Committee was that before any 
moneys were issued for the purposes of 
expenditure under the Military Works 
Acts, 1897 and 1903, an estimate should 
be submitted to the Treasury of the ex- 


penditure under any head for which it ' 


was proposed to issue money, together 
with a statement of the period within 
which it was proposed to expend the 
money. This question arose on the ex- 
penditure of £2,300,000 on barracks in 
South Africa, of which the Committee 
found that no accurate and detailed 
estimate had been provided and approved 
by the Treasury. 


The House would be rather sur- 
prised to hear that the representatives 
of the Foreign Office did not see any 
necessity for all the sums which were 
entrusted to diplomatic and Consular 
officers abroad being brought into the 
general account and submitted to the 
audit of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General. The items of this kind included 
large sums advanced by His Majesty’s 
Minister at Peking from public money 
in his hands in anticipation of payments 
from the Chinese indemnity ; fines levied 
for the murder of two missionaries ; an 
indemnity paid in respect of the levy of 
illegal likin duties; and the balance of 
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tive of the Foreign Office said that these 
sums had been paid into the hands of 
diplomatic and Consular officers abroad, 
and that the Committee had nothing to 
It was quite enough, he 
contended, for him to obtain from these 
officers a certificate that they had received 
the money. The Committee took a 
totally different view of the matter, and 
recommended that all such payments 
should be entered in the Foreign Office 
accounts, and rendered to the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General for his review and 
audit. 


THe CHANCELLOR or vue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 


Worcestershire, E.) said he under- 
stood that what the right hon. 
Baronet laid stress on was that these 


sums ought to be audited by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General, and that 
if they were so audited he did not lay 


stress on the particular form of the 
accounts. 
Sir A. HAYTER said that was so. 


If the money was accounted for, that 
was enough for the House. The Com- 
mittee entirely agreed with the view 
that it was advisable to amalgamate 
the packet, telegraph, and postal services. 
‘The Committee believed that the result 
would be a considerable saving both of 
Parliamentary and Departmental time. 
As to refunds to contractors in connection 
with the war, the Committee felt that 
these questions ought to be examined 
only by a judicial Committee. He rejoiced 
that they were being submitted to 
the Commission presided over by 
Mr. Justice Farwell. The Committee 
recommended that sums of £1,671 
refunded to Mr. Stepney, £21,232 
refunded to Mr. Meyer, £739 refunded 


_to Messrs. Wilson & Worthington, and 


certain tonnage duties refunded by the 


Brazilian Government. The representa- 


£1,542 refunded to Messrs. Wilson & 
Son, Cape Town, making a total of 
£25,185, should be removed from the 
account 1903-4 and charged to sus- 
pense account pending further investiga- 


tion. ‘The whole question could be 
gone into after the decision of the 


Commissioners. In the Navy accounts 
the Committee found that £160,000 had 
been paid for the refit of ships, and that 


| these ships had within eighteen months 














423 Public 


been condemned as unfit for 
the Navy. It was stated that the 
refits had not added much to the value 
of the ships because they were not sold 
for commercial purposes, and fetched 
little more than the price of old iron. 
The Committee had put on record the 
statement that they could not too 
strongly condemn so extravagant a 
policy. He begged to move. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said in-rising to second the Motion he 
thought he might congratulate the House 
in having, for the first time, an oppor- 
tunity of considering the most important 
Reports of its Committee on Public 
Accounts. If, as had been so kindly 
suggested by the Chairman of that Com- 
mittee, it was due to his (Mr. Bowles’) 
instrumentality, it might, perhaps, be 
counted to him as one good deed to set 
against the many evil with which he was 
credited. The full control of this House 
over expenditure was much more modern 
than many people thought. Under the 
Tudors and Plantagenet Sovereigns, 
although the House was jealous of grant- 
ing money to the Crown, when it was 
granted they took no further notice of 
the matter. Inthe time of Charles II, 
an attempt was made to apply the 


simple idea of appropriating to specific’ 


purposes. But it was the time of William 


and Mary—1689 that an appropriation | 


clause was first inserted in an Act of 
Parliament. Yet strangely enough, 
although the House did thenceforward 
appropriate its grants to particular pur- 
poses, it was something like 140 years 
before it took any steps to see that the 
appropriation had been carried out. No 
general accounts indeed of public expen- 
diture were then presented to the House 
at all. And when in 1802 a general 
account Was first presented, it was the 
Finance Accounts, which were not 
accounts of expenditure, but only of 
imprests or sums advanced to the Depart- 
ments. Appropriation accounts there 
were none, nor was it until 1831 that an 
Act required the Navy to furnish an 
annual appropriation account of actual 
expenditure. The example of the Navy 
was followed by other Departments, and 
in 1857 a most powerful Committee, 
under Sir G. C. Lewis, then Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, recommended the ex- 


Sir A. Hayter. 
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tension of the system, and that appro- 
priation accounts from all Departments 
shou'd be annually presented to the 
House. It further recommended that 
these accounts should annually be sub. 
mitted to the revision of the House of 
Commons. That was the first idea of the 
Public Accounts Committee in 1857, and 
accordingly that Committee was estab- 
lished in 1862, and remained to this day, 


Accounts, as the House knew, were very 
dull things, and nobody ever cared to 
tackle them until they were compelled, 
The Public Accounts Committee was 
accordingly accounted dull. It was as 
it were the plain sister of the House, and 
it was at the mature age of forty-three 
that she was, so to speak, for the first 
time to presented at Court by her 
chaperons. This was the first time that 
the report of the Public Accounts Com. 
mittee had been brought under the 
notice of the House with Mr. Speaker 
in the Chair. Yet when the Committee 
| was appointed in 1852, that was not the 
completion of the work. That did not 
‘come till 1866, when that great Act, the 
| Exchequer and Audit Act, was passed, 
which he had always regarded as the 
Magna Charta of our financial system, 
whereby the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General was appointed and his powers 
defined, and whereby the action of the 
Public Accounts Committee was secured 
and its procedure regularised. That Act 
still remained as the true charter of our 
financial system, although it had been 
impaired in many ways. The subse- 
quent errors thus made and the serious 
infractions of principle involved in suc- 
| cessive partial repeals of its clauses and 
the consequent vicious interceptions of 
revenue on its way to the Exchequer, 
could all be remedied by reverting to the 
| principles and enactments of that Act. 


He thought he was not exaggerating 
when he said that the Public Accounts 
Committee was the greatest present active 
force of Parliamentary contro]; the most 
powerful and effectual existing instrument 
for securing economy in public expendi- 
ture and the due administration of public 
funds. It was, perhaps, the only effectual 
, instrument—more effectual even than the 
‘House itself, and that for several 
reasons. In the first place, it had the 
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priceless advantage of having at its com- 
mand the work done by the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General, an officer of that 
House appointed to examine, on behalf of 
that House, the appropriation accounts, 
whose salary was charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund, and who was irremov- 
able except upon Addresses from both 
Houses of Parliament. He was not alone 
an Auditor, he was also the inheritor of 
the authority of the Comptroller of Ex- 
chequer Receipts and Issues who in 
1841 refused to Peel, in 1852 to Lord 
Derby, and in 1854 to Mr. Gladstone, 
the issue of large sums of money which 
the Ministry of the day, with the appro- 
bation of the Treasury, demanded. So 
great, indeed, was his power that not 
one penny could issue to-day from tiie 
national account in the Bank of England 
without his order nor a penny be spent 
without being justified to him and to the 
Public Accounts Committee as duly 
vouched and duly sanctioned by the 
appropriation of the House. The Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General did most 
invaluable service both to this House 
and to the country, which only those 
who read through the voluminous 
Appropriation Accounts could judge at 
its true value. He examined all the 
accounts of the Empire, a most enormous 
task, as the House would readily under- 
stand, which he performed with the aid 
of skilled officers; he called attention 
‘o irregularities which came under his 
notice. 
Public Accounts Committee had some- 
times detected for itself irregularities 
to which he had not called attention, 
still it remained true that the major 


part of the work of the Public Accounts | 


Committee was founded on his Reports. 
He found the fox, and the Committee 
ran it to earth. 


The Committee’s functions were large 


indeed. They extended, in his belief, and | 


according to its own unchanged practice, 
not alone to the formal regularity of the 
expenditure, but also to its wisdom, 
faithfulness, and economy. It actually 
did on the completed account that 
which the House sought to do on the 
estimated account. 
which the House had not. It had 
before it the actual officials concerned 
in the transactions —the accounting 
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Although it was true that the | 


It had advantages | 
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officers, numbering some seventy, each 
of whom was responsible for the ex- 
penditure of his own department, a respon- 
sibility which was not immune from 
attack, but which must be strictly 
maintained if the Comptroller and the 
Public Accounts Committee were to do 
their work. The Public Accounts Com- 
mittee examined thes? officers, and 
occasionally cross-examined them. It 
required them to produce any pipers it 
needed; it could send for any person 
whatever, and, if need be, could ad- 
minister an oath to him. He looked 
forward to the time when the Committee 
would send for the First Lord of the 
Treasury to speak, for once, the truth, 
the whole truth and nothing bait the 
truth. Moreover, in the Public Accounts 
there was no guillotine, 
and no portion of the expenditure 
could be with trawn from its full review 
and criticism, as the Estimates could be, 
and were, withdrawn from discussion in 
the House. 


One other pont he might be per- 
mitted to add. Although the Com- 
mitte: was composed of members of 
both Parties, with a preponderance of 
one in favour of the Party in power, he 
had never in the whole of his experience 
seen a subject treated in a partisan spirit, 
and certainly he had never scena division 


of a Party character during the whole 


time he had served on the Committee. 


It did its work in a spirit of faithfulness. 
Nothing was too large or too small for 
it. Like the elephant’s trunk, it could 
pick up a pin or tear down an official 
lord of the bureaucratic forest. Its range 
was as extensive as its powers. When 
Parliament had made its grants a stream 
of British guineas flowed to the uttermost 
ends of the earth. ‘The Comm ttze 
followed every guinea and saw that the 
mon*y was properly app'ied, and, if not, 
that the officials were called to acount. 
When it was remembered that the work 
extended over the expenditureofthe waole 
British Empire it would be recognised 
that that was no small labour. That 
labour was embodied in Reports to this 
House such as the four which had been 
presented thatday. Such Reports should 
not be buried in obscurity. They were 


of great interest and extreme import- 


ance. They were of greater importance 


F 
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now, when so much more public attention 
was given to national expenditure than 
ever before. He rejoiced that an oppor- 
tunity had been given for the first time 
when the Reports of the Public Accounts 
Comittee could be considered by the 
House. 





The Committee was appointed at a 
much too late period of the session, but, in 


addition to that, the work had not been | 


less, but rather greater than usual. Last 
week it sat every day, and the inevitable 
result had been, to his great regret, that 
it had not been physically possible to 
distribute all the evidence taken in time 
for this debate. He trusted that the 
Government would in future take the 
eminently wise step of appointing the 
Committee at the earliest period of the 
session in order that its Reports might be 
in the hands of Members some time before 
the debate which he confidently antici- 
pated must henceforth be annual, and 
which he as confidently predicted would | 


become one of the most fruitful and | 


important of any conducted in that | 
House. Three hours was a short time for | 


this House to give to the discussion of the | 


whole accounts of the British Empire ; 
but it was the most they could get on 
this occasion, and he, personally, was 
grateful for it. 


It was impossible to deal with all the | 
these | 


various 
Reports, 


subjects embraced in 
and even with those which 
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would most interest the House it would be | 
'for it, or who was responsible for its 


inadvisable on this occasion to deal. 
Nevertheless, he wished to call attention 
to one or two points of the greatest im- 


| outlay. 





428 


Accounts Committee. 


greatest importance. In the first place, 
the Committee recommended that four 
sums, amounting to £25,185, should be 
removed from the accounts of 1903-4 
and charged to a suspense account. 
That amounted to a provisional dis- 
allowance of those four sums as charges 
against the Votes of the year. He wa: 
not going into detail about what were 
called the war store scandals, or the 
| finance of the war in South Africa, oj 
which the items making up the £25,185 
referred to were off-shoots. There were 
no doubt very great losses to the public 
during and after that war caused by 
faulty contracts, by the failure of the 
system adopted by the War Office to 
secure due accountability, by frauds and 
robberies and by the unfortunate dual 
system of sales and repurchases—very 
often from sales to, and purchases from, 
the same man, initiated by Lord 
Kitchener, and carried on by Si 
| Neville Lyttelton. There was a general 
breakdown in many important particu- 
‘lars, not alone of the War Office 
system established for the very pur- 
pose of dealing with the difficulties 
|alwavs attending war, but also of the 
/ new devices for this particular war. Such 
was the breakdown that during the war 
accountability largely disappeared and 
accounting ceased. It was not too n.uch 
to say that throughout the war, as 
regarded an appreciable amount of expen- 
| diture, it was impossible to say how the 
money went; what, if anything, was got 








Strictly speaking, of the expen- 


_diture on the war there was no proper 


portance and of the highest moment. | 


‘The Committee expressed opinions on | 


various important matters which would 
be found in its Reports, from the condem- 


nation of the expenditure of £8 6s. 8d. | 


for printing a staff ride to the expenditure 


of £494,000 by the Admiralty without | 


having signed a contract, wh ch, in its 


opinion, were entitle] to the s»rious con- | 


sideration of the House. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said that that expendi- 
ture was expended by Parliamentary | 


and complete account at all to be obtained. 


As an illustration of the completeness 
-and sxfficiency of the system of which 
the Public Accounts Committee was the 
crown and summit, he would point out 
that the irregularities connected with the 
'stores in South Africa were one and all 
detected by the Comptroller-General. 
The informaton regarding them was 
published in his Reports before it occurred 
to anybody either to ask a Question or 


aithor.ty, but he respectiully differed | to appoint a Committee or a Com nission ; 


from him, 


So much as to its opinions, | and had there been no Butler Committee 


As to its absolute recommendations they | and no Royal Commission, the House 
were few, pot more than six in all. To two | would probably have had before it now 


of them he would respectfully call the | the final decision, 


on all these matters 


attention of the House as of the very | at any rate, as to the £25,000, of the 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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Public Accounts Committee. Had that 
taken place, one of two things must 
have occurred. Either the Department 
must have recovered the items from 
the officer responsible for the expendi- 
ture, or His Majesty’s Government 
must have come to the House for 
another Vote, upon which the whole 
question of responsibility would have 
been raised. As to the dual contract 
system, he felt there was not much 
at present proper to be said, although 
a good deal might be thought by 
the members of the Public Accounts 
Committee. This, however, he might say, 
that the system of dual contracts was 
mainly due to the fact that when in June, 
1902, Colonel Armstrong, the financial 
adviser of the general on the spot, left, 
Sir Neville Lyttelton intimated that he 
did not require any financial adviser, and 
it was the consequent absence of an 
official of that kind which rendered 
possible the disastrous system of dual 
contract. 


One other matter touching South 
Ajrica called for a word. The Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee was entrusted 
with £1,262,000 to spend. It appeared 
last year, and was reported to the 
House, that for more than a third, or 
£460,600, no details or vouchers were 
produced. It was now authoritatively 
alleged that vouchers did exist, though 
they had not been called for. He 
was very glad if they did exist, but 
he deemed it necessary to say that 


they had not been produced to the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General or 
to the Public Accounts Committee. 


The other recommendation he wished to 
refer to was that which had reference 
to accounting officers, and which arose 


out of a suggested Army Order—an Order , 


which, if it had been carried through, 
would have tended to the complete des- 
truction of the financial control of that 
House. He could not be blind to the 
fact that new professors and advocates 
had arisen of a most dangerous militar- 
ism, and that there seemed to be an idea 
eeking root in this country that the Army 
and the Navy should escape from the 
control of the civil power. He earnestly 
warned the House, and, if his voice 
could so far reach, he would warn the 
country against allowing any counten- 
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ance to be given to so fatal a notion 
This was a civil country with a civil 
people engaged in civil avocations, and 
it was for the defence of that people in 
those avocations, against foreign or 
domestic violence—and for that alone— 
that either Army or Navy existed. 
They must be instruments of the 
supreme civil power, never its masters. 
They must be subordinate, above all, in 
finance. If once they allowed either 
the soldier or the sailor to escape from 
civilian control in the most essential 
matter of finance, that moment they 
had not only destroyed the control 
of Parliament, but had seriously en- 
dangered the liberties of the country. 
That there had been an attempt to escape 
from that control was, he feared, un- 
doubted. That the attempt had succeeded 
in Jndia seemed to him but too likely, 
and its probable results would there be 
only too dangerous. But here, thanks 
as he humbly conceived, to the Public 
Accounts Committee, any such attempt, 
if intended, had failed. The recom- 
mendation of the Public Accounts 
Committee, if carried out, as carried 
out it must be, would suffice to check 
that idea. He confidentially commended 
these Reports, which were the result 
of great lahour and faithful service to 
the House. He should always remem- 
ber with pride that, as a member of the 
Public Accounts Committee for ten years, 
he had been privileged to take a part 
in what he believed to be some of the 
most effectual service that could be 
rendered to the State. 


Accounts Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That the four Reports of the Public 
Accounts Committee be now taken into 
consideration.” —(Sir A. Hayter.) 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said that he sincerely trusted 
that the hon. Gentleman would long 
continue his services in investigating the 
financial affairs of this country. He con- 
gratu'ated the hon. Gentleman on the 
manner in which the Public Accounts 
Committee did their work in helping 
economy in administration; and on his 
success in securing a part of a day for the 
discussion of the Reports of the Publ 
Accounts Committee. Since then great 
scandals as to waste of money had beea 
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‘reported. Those exposures had electrified | 
the public conscience and had resulted | 
from increased scrutiny and activity on_ 
the part of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. When they were considering the 
subject upstairs, in the Select Committee 
on public expenditure in 1903, they found 
that the Public Accounts Committee was 
the most efficient instrument Parliament 
had for discovering the waste of money. 
That Committee had also sought by other 
means to increase the survey and general 
investigation of public expenditure ; they 
had advised a careful analysis of the 
Estimates before they were voted. 
Whilst he congratulated the Hovse in 
having that opportunity of discussing in 
a short sitting accounts pregnant with in- 
formation, he would suggest that in future 
years they should have a larger and longer 
opportunity of discussion. The recom- 
mendation of the Public Expenditure 
Committee was that a whole day should 
be given to consider the Reports of the 
Public Accounts Committee, and he was 
sorry that earlier in the sessiona day was 
not granted for a critical discussion of 
that great subject. If Parliament was 
to maintain and retain that contro] over 
public money which it ought to have, 
it was necessary that every Member of 
the House should be interested in the 
investigation and consideration of the 
national Estimates. Afterall, they were 
there mainly as the guardians of the 
public purse. First of all, they guarded 
the liberties of the nation, if they could 
(and it was somewhat difficult in the 
present day), and next their duty was 
io consider public expenditure and to 
guard the interests of their constituents. 





They had to thank the Public Accounts 
Committee ior having done good work, 
but if they were going to continue thework 
over an increased area they would have 
to have another Committee formed on 
very much the same lines. He would 
likethe recommendation of the Public Ex- 
penditure Committee considered at some 
future time, viz., that certain sections of 
the public accounts should be submitted 
to an Estimates Committee sitting up- 
stairs who would study and report on the 
Estimates before the money was voted. 
There was no possibility, especially under 
the new rules, of their doing their duty 
in that House in the criticism of public 


Sir Waltir Foster. 
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expenditure. The way in which the 
Estimates came before them and the way 
in which discussions were carried 01 
under the new rules made it impossible 
that close and minute scrutiny should 
be given over the whole expenditure. 
In a few days they would have millions 
voted under the closure and which 
had never been discussed at all. The 
ought to have some boy to study and 
analyse every Vote and every item; in 
fact, he was sure they ought to have 
another Committee, called the Estimates 
Committee, which would take year by 
year, as suggested, he believed, by the 
hon, Member for King’s Lynn 
the first instance, sections of the Esti- 
mates, dissect them in the most ciure- 
ful manner, and report once a yeur on 
a section of public expenditure. Then 
in the course of three or four years 
the whole area of their public expendi- 
ture might be analysed and investigated 
and Reports placed before the House. 
When some such system was adopted, 
they would get rid of scanda!s which liad 
disgraced the Government in recent 
years, and they would have more 
economical and efficient expenditure of 
public money. 


in 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he did 
not think anybody who read the Reports 
of the Public Accounts Committee could 
fail to see that that Committee was doing 
all that was at present done toward dis- 
charging a primary duty on the part of 
the House. They were there to control 
public expenditure and regulate the 
purse strings, but owing to the rudi- 
mentary mode in which public expendi- 
ture was controlled money was voted 
almost in entire ignorance. Although he 
admired the work done by the Public 
Accounts Committee, he sympathised 
with the suggestion made by the hon. 
Baronet opposite with regard to what 
had been said in a tone of unwonted con- 
gratulation by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. At present they began to 
check expenditure when it was too late 
to save money, and the House totally 
neglected its power to save either 
£500,000 or Is. 6d. at the time when saving 
could be effected. He sincerely trusted 
that what had been said by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn would bear 
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some fruit. It could not be satisfactory 
that the expenditure of thecountry should 
go cn as though we lived in China or 
Russia, and as though, because a sentry 
was posted or a department or a store 
was opened at a certain point two hun- 
dred years ago there was almost gospel 
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sanction for the continuance of the 
expenditure. The House, for the want 
of such a Committee as had _ been 


suggested, did not get at the root of the 


expenditure. He was sure there were | 


many unofficial Members who were 
pressed both by their own feelings and 
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precise means. He might be mis- 
informed, but, if it were a method 
which had not occurred to anybody, he 
ventured to think it was a thing which 
might very well be suggested. It might 
be that the great expenditure with 
which the record of the Conservative 
Party would for years be associated had 
been absolutely necessary, but he ws 
not at all sure that their constituents 
were satisfied that it had been. If some 
such method as had been suggested by 


the hon. Baronet opposite were adopted 


by their constituents to try and find out, | 
|satisfaction of knowing that the vast 


for instance, why so small an Army as 
ours costs so vasta sum. It was not 
because of its numbers, and it was said 
to be not because of its efficiency. The 
cost was altogether out of proportion, 


but during the five years he had been | 


in the House he had never been able to 
find any Member, official or unofficial, 
who could guide him to any point on 
which expenditure could be saved. It 
could not be done unless some Committee 
were 


warranted to take the Estimates | 


item by item and recommend to the | 
House, 1f necessary over the heads of | 


permanent Departments, what the 


expenditure should be. 


He was told that great saving in 
the current Navy Estimates had been 
effected because some person of common 
sense suggested that if he were per- 
mitted to take the expenditure £10,000 
by £10,000 and call  hefore 
those who vouched for the necessity 


'and applied both 


to the Army and 
Navy, they would at any rate have the 


sums spent were necessarily spent, if 
thev did not have the satisfaction of 
reducing them by considerable amounts. 


*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said lie 
should like to say a few words upon 
this, the first occasion upon which the 
Reports of the Committee had been 
under discussion by the House. He 
congratulated the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn on having so persistent!y 
stood out for an opportunity of dis- 
cussing that phase of national expendi- 


ture. The Chairman of the Public 
| Accounts Committee had already laid 
_before the House the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee, and _ the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
‘had gone at some length into a 
very interesting statement of the 
history of the Committee. He rather 


him | 
should like to sav a few words as to his 


of it he would be able at anv rate to | 
‘on the Committee with regard to its 


find out with regard to sums of £10,' 00 


whether each of them was required. It | 
seemed an elementary proceeding. He 


was satisfied it took place and that there | 
wasa saving. Itmight not be a permanent | 


saving, 
there was at present an immediate saving 
of £3,500,00) on the Navy. One of the 
representatives of the Army regarded 
that as an amazing saving, but would 
he tell the House that economy 
was not effected by that means. If any 
right hon. Gentleman on the Front Bench 
told the House that the economy was 
not effected by that means, he should b> 
very much surprised, because at the 
present moment he had _ excellent 
reasons for believing that that was the 


because abuses revived, but | 
|to look into the appropriation accounts. 


preferred to take a different line, and he 
impression after eight vears experience 


work in connection with the expenditure 


of the country. 





The debate offered an opportunity, 
and perhaps would inspire a curiosity, 


Probably outside the official member; 
of the Government and the members 
of the Public Accounts Committex 
there were very few Members who 
ever took the trouble to read the 
appropriation accounts, for the very 
simple and sensible reason that they 
regarded the expenditure as having 
been made and done with. But, because 
of that want of exploration into thoz> 
accounts, hon. Members lost a great deal 
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of information which did not appear in 
the Estimates. A considerable amount 
of enlightenment might be given them 
if they would only take the trouble of 
reading the appropriation accounts and 
the Report of the Controller and Auditor- 
General upon them. He would give an 
illustration. There was an excess of 
£20,068 in the Vote for salaries of the 
mlitary department, and it was stated 





to be due mainly to an increase of staff, | 


including an extra staff, approved by the 
heads of the War Office and the Treasury, 
for a history of the South African War. 
He did not know whether it was officially 
known by the Members of the House 
that they were spending a considerable 


amount of money on the preparation of | 
a history of the South African War. | 


It did not appear in the Estimates, but 


the real fact was that they were paying | 


£6,000 a year for three years for that 
purpose. He did not wish to criticise 
the account. It might be worth the 


expenditure for military purposes and it | 
might be anexceedingly useful document, | 


but from the Estimates it was impossible 


to gather that the expenditure was going | 


on. He had no doubt it was covered by 


some salaries, but it was not specifically | 
The point he wished to iliustrate | 


named. 
was the loss of control over expenditure 
by the House of Commons. He did not 


think there was a more responsible duty. 
attaching to the Members of the House | 


of Commons than to watch the ex- 
penditure of the country. It was one of 
the prime reasons for which they were 
sent to the House of Commons, and any 


attempt to deprive them of that power | 
of control was very serious and ought to | 


be critically examined. 
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in monev being voted for one purpose 
and being used altogether for another 
purpose without any Parliamentary con- 
sideration, and in expenditure upon 
particular servicesexceeding the Estimates 
granted by the House, in many cases by 
upwards of 100 per cent. With regard 
to the new closure rule, he might perhaps 
remind the House that only last year 
no less a sum than £31,224,231 was 
voted without any examination of 
the Estimates. He did not think that 
could be held to be conducive to good 
Estimates. Ifthe Departments thought 
there was a laxity in considering them, 
and that they might go through Parlia- 
ment without a word being said, it was not 
conducive to care in drawing them up. 
He did not wish to cast any reflection 
/upon the Treasury, for he did not sup- 
pose it was any worse than it would be 
under any other Government, and he 
quite understood that it was an exceed- 
ingly difficult thing to resist the pressure 
that was put upon it from various De- 
partments to increase the amount of 
/expenditure, but he did think, and he 
thought he should be able to prove, that 
the Treasury might be firmer in with- 
holding sanction from some of the expen- 
diture. It was a very rare tling to find 
the Treasury absolutely withholding sanc- 
tion. He thought there was only one 
case which came under the notice of the 
Public Accounts Committee that year. 
It was in connection with the expendi- 
ture in the Chatham Dockyard. There 
was a token Vote of £50,000, and tle 
Department exceeded it by £20,000. 
The Treasury did in that case refuse to 
give its sanction to theamount. It was, 
| however, very rare indeed for the 
_ Treasury to do that. 





His impression after eight years on | 


the Public Accounts Committee was that | 
the control of the House of Commons | 


over public expend'ture was a diminish- 
ing quality. He thought that loss was 
mainly due to three reasons. There 
was first of all the new closure rule, 
which limited discussion. Secondly, 
he thought he was justified in saying 
that there was a growing practice of 


sanctioning expenditure simply by means | 


of the Treasury. And, thirdly, there 
was the loose and inadequate way in 
which Estimates were drawn up and laid 
before Parliament, resulting very often 


Mr. Goddard. 





The method of getting expenditure 
which had not been sanctioned or even 
considered by Parliament was growing, 
and it was most dangerous. He would 
like to give one or two illustrations. 
The net result of the Navy transactions 
for the year 1903-4 was that on the 
total expenditure of £37,000,000 odd 
there was an excess of £97,951. Of 
course that did not represent the fluctua- 
|tions on the amounts of the various 
'Votes. The Admiralty as late as 14th 
| March, 1904, made a forecast showing 
expenditure and Estimates fairly equal 
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but in the final balance the net excessive 
expenditure on Votes 2 and 11., which on 
14th March had been estimated to amount 
to £22,800 and £59,500 respectively, had 
vrown to £70,931 and £87,000. These 
two amounts practically accounted for the 
whole of the net excess. In the ordin- 
ary course of events, the Department 
ought to have come to Parliament for a 
Supplementary Estimate to warrant that 
expenditure. That would have given 
the House an opportunity of discussing 
it and would have restored the control 
of the House of Commons over such 
expenditure. But that was not the way 
in Which it was done. The Treasury 
very properly refused to allow the appli- 
cation of certain surpluses upon certain 
Votes to be used for making up deficien- 
cies on other Votes without reference to 
Parliament, but in effect it worked out 
in another way. The Treasury did not 
prevent the Admiralty from making use 
of excesses of receipts upon appropria- 
tions-in-a'd to other purposes. There 
Was aN excess upon appropriations-in-aid 
of £115,000 or £116,000. Inthe ordinary 
course that amount would have been 
immediately transferred to the Exchequer 
as extra receipts, and Supplementary 
Estimates would have been asked for 
excess expenditure. He thought the 
Treasury ought to have ins’sted upon 
that cours? being followed and not to 
have allowed the excess of receipts upon 
appropriations-in-aid to have been used 
to make up deficieacies. The result, of 
course, Was that a balance in hand was 
shown. It would therefore be seen that 
£97,000 had been absolutely  with- 
drawn from the control of Parliament. 


He would only give one other illustra- 
tion. Formerly all items of works under- 
taken by the War Office and the Admiralty 
and estimated to cost £1,000 and more 
were shown separately in the Estimates. 
In 1902-5, when a great many irregu- 
larities crept into their conduct of national 
finance, there was an alteration with 
regard to the Army, and no details were 
given of works which did not cost more 
than £2,000. In 1903-4 that alteration 
was extended to the Admiralty. There 
they had an extension of power to 
Departments to spend money on works 
the particulars of which were not known 
outside the Department at all. It was 
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a clear case of loss of control by th 
House of Commons. No doubt it was 
done with the sanction of the Treasury 
and was in perfect order according to the 
rules of Parliament, but Parliament had 
lost con‘rol over that money. All items 
under those heads which would not 
amount to more than £2,000 could be 
started without giving any particulars of 
them in the Estimates, and there would 
be no vote upon them. That was what 
he meant by loss of Parliamentary 
control. Alreidy the War Office and the 
Admiralty escaped much of the control 
given to other Departments, and he 
thought it was a great pity to have given 
them power which lessened thit control. 
He had another ilustration which showed 
how the sam> thing crept into’ other 
Departments besides the Army and{Navy. 


Another instance he might give. if time 
permitted, was in regard to the Revenue 
buildings in which a sum of £185,000 was 
used without proper Estimates being sub- 
mitted. The loose and _ inadequate 

{stimates placed before Parliament were 
one reason for the loss of Parliamentary 
control. As an illustration of this, he 
pointed out that in the Army Votes there 
were seven services for which Estimates 
were passel, but no expenditure made, 
which meant that the money voted could 
be used for other purp ses not sanctioned 
by Parliament; there were twenty items 
on which the expenditure was less than 
the Estimates, four items in which the 
expenditure had exceeded the Estimates, 
and three items of expenditure for which 
n> provision had been made in the Esti- 
mites, but for which expenditure ‘had 
been incurred by Treasury sanction, 
There was an illustration from the Ad- 
miralty. The Admiralty had estimated 
in 1903-4 that the expenliture on the 
Osborne Royal Naval College would be 
£40,000. On April 27th, 1903, the Admir- 
alty wrote to the Treasury stating that 
the total cost at Osborne would be 
£65,000, an | sanction was asked for this 
expenditure from savings under other 
heads. It was always necessiry to show 
that savings had been made uider other 
heads, otherwise the Treasury would not 
give their sanction, and that was probably 
a reason why excessive Estimates were 
oftensub mitted. The Admiralty also asked 
for authority to go on with other works, 
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such as bungalows for the cadets, costing 
£22,200; so that the original Estimate 
rose from £40,000 to £87,200. On July 
30th, 1903, the Admiralty again wrote to 
the Treasury inrespect of an hospital for 
infectious diseases, the site of which had 
had to be changed, necessitating an ex- 
penditure of £5,500 instead of £3,500. 
The total Estimate for Osborne thus rose 
from £40,000 to £92,700. But that was 
not the end of thestory. On March 12th, 
1904, the Admiralty wrote again to the 
Treasury stating that the Estimates 
would be largely exceeded, In 1903-4 the 
total expenditure was estimated at 





£94,000, and the sum finally named as | 


the total Estimate for this work was 
£160,000. The Treasury entered a feeble 
kind of protest against this method of 
presenting Estimates, but under pressure 
it gave way and consented to the ex- 
penditure. Parliament thus found that 


it was pledged to an expenditure of | 
£160,000 when only £40,000 had been | 
Such | 


asked for a short time before. 
cases, he thought, showed how Parlia- 


ment lost grip over expenditure, and | 


how, in consequence, the national ex- 
penditure enormously increased. 


The Supplementary Estimates were also 
growing. 
mates for £4,500,COO were 


money had been spent, Parliament found 
it to be impossible to refuse the grant. 
The money included the price of the 
two Chilian war vessels, though Parlia- 
ment was never asked about the pur- 
chase. It was a perfect farce to ask 
Parliament to vote money which had 
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In 1903 Supplementary Esti- | 
asked for. | 
rt: . * . | 
This expenditure had already been in- | 
curred and, as the major portion of the | 


already been expended. Facts like the<e | 


showed that Parliament had lost con- | 


trol over the expenditure of the country, 
and, in these days of swollen Estimates 


from which the poorest of the com- | 


munity were suffering, it behoved hon. 


Members to examine the questicn of | 


Parliamentary control in finance closely 
fer themsejves with the object of prevent- 
ing waste and extravagance. 


*Str EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said 
he yielded to no man in his hostility 
to Supplementary Estimates; they were 
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believed he was correct in saying that 
the Supplementary Estimates this year 
were far lower than they had been in 
previous years. He regarded that as a 
hopeful sign of financial administration. 
The advocates of economy and supporters 
of a more stringent system of finance 
had had several reasons for congratul:- 
tion in the course of the present session— 
first, because they had achieved a notable 
triumph in the abolition of the system of 
Works Bills, for he took it that the de- 
claration of the Government applied to the 
| Works Bills generally and not merely to 
| the naval works; secondly, because they 
had a distinct improvement in the form oi 
the financial statement presenting on 
Budget night, from which the entire 
expenditure could now be clearly 
observed ; and lastly, in having secured 
that night for the first time a discussion 
‘on the Reports of the Public Accounts 
Committee. The result of that discussion 
must be largely to increase the sense of 
the House and of the country as to the im- 
'portance of the services of the Public 
Accounts Committee and also to in- 
crease its authority and prestige. The 
allotment of a day for the discussion 
of the Reports of the Public Accounts 
Committee was one of the recom- 
mendations of the National Expenditure 
Committee. He congratulated the Goverr- 
ment upon having adopted that recom- 
| mendation, and urged them not to stop in 
| the path of progress, but, having learnt the 
| value of the services rendered by « Select 
Con mittee in regard to accounts, to exten 
the system and set up « Select Committee 
to examine the Estimates. 





The control of expenditure was far 
more efficient applied before the event 
than after. If the expenditure had 
‘already been made it was simply a 
question of establishing past responsi- 
bility, and there was no opportunity for 
/saving the money of the country. He 
was convinced that the utility of ex- 
‘amination before the event was as ten 
to one compared with examination after. 
/It had been argued against the estab- 
lishment of a Committee such as had 
| been suggested, that it would diminish 
| the control of this House, but they had 
| from the Prime Minister a very impor- 
tant statement of opinion, that discus- 


totally subversive of good finance, but he | sion in Committee of Supply did not aid 
Mr. Goddard. 








sy 
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the cause of financial economy. Every- 
oue knew that to be true. It was 
absolutely impossible’for private Mem- 
bers to gain any useful purpose by 
discussing with the Minister of the 
Crown Estimates regarding which he 
alone had information given him by 
permanent officials. | Unless private 
Members could examine the Votes in 
detail and obtain intormation regarding 
them by examining the permanent officials 
of the various Departments, their criticism 
was almost always void of effect and of no 
real service to the country. He did not 
think it could be seriously contended 
that the establishment of such a Com- 
mittee would relieve the Treasury of 
responsibility or destroy the authority 
of the Treasury over the spending De- 
partments. He did not share the view 
that the Treasury had lost power and 
authority during recent years. The 
permanent officials had never been more 
zealous or more capable than at the 
present time, but the amount of good 
that they could do in the way of financial 
control depended largely upon the 
amount of support given them in the 
Cabinet by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and the amount of authority 
exercised by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the Cabinet depended 
largely upon the amount of support he 
received in that House. The House 
could only give support if it had 
knowledge. 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that the 
hon, Member was going outside the 
Motion before the House. 


Sik EDGAR VINCENT | said he 
would conclude by expressing _ his 
personal view of the great value to the 
cuuse of public economy of the services 
rendered by the members of the Public 
Accounts Committee as evidenced by 
the admirable Reports which were now 
submitted to the House. 


Mr, CHURCHILL (Oldhsm) said the 
present debate was a pleasant interlude 
amidst the hard political times through 
which they were passing, and had yet to 
pass. Upon many points a very general 
agreement had been expressed. All were 
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convinced that the present system of 
financial control was lax and ineffectual, 
and that no proper scrutiny of the 
Estimates or control of finance was 
exercised. They were also agreed as to 
the unique value of the Reports of the 
Public Accounts Committee, which, for 
the first time, they had an opportunity 
afforded them of discussing. In that 
matter the Prime Minister had treated 
the House with some consideration, 
which Members ought not to omit to 
recognise Then, too, all were bound to 
recognise the great services rendered to the 
cause of public finance by the hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn, who, in days whe: 
private Members had little opportunity 
of doing useful work, was one of the few 
Members who had been able to make his- 
inflaence felt from an unofficial position 
upon the course of public affairs. 


He desired to submit one or two con- 
siderations suggested by the functions of 
the Public Accounts Committee and 
bearing on the question of financial con- 
trol. Financial control divided itself into 
two separate spheres—the examination of 
Estimates and the audit of accounts. The 
Public Accounts Committee dealt ex- 
tremely well with the audit of accounts, 
but it did not touch the examination of 
Estimates. The examination before that 
Committee was so formidable « one that 
nobody would care to submit himself to it 
unless he were as sure as he could be of 
the statement he had to present, and that 
audit of :ccounts was effective and real be- 
cause they had accurate knowledge based 
on expert opinion and there was an entire 
absence of partisanship. Moreover, they 
were guided by the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General, who was independent ot 
any political Party, and they could call be- 
fore them Departmental officers who, as 
the Blue-bookshowed, gaveexcellent, clear, 
and definite answers to the questions 
addressed tothem. The contrast between 
the examination of the accounts for the 
purposes of audit and the examination 
of the Estimates before the House of 
Commons was deplorable. On the one 
hand, there was knowledge, absence of 
partisanship, expert evidence, and the 
submission of high officials to cross- 
examination? On the other hand, what 
did they see in Committee of Supply ? 
He admitted the value of Supply days 
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as occasions for raising grievances and 
‘discussing questions of policy, but so 
far as any systematic and scientific ex- 
amination of the expenditure of the 
country was concerned, they were a 
series of farces from beginning to end. 
That must be so from the size and variety 
of the Estimates presented and the enor- 
mous field covered by them. No human 
being not possessed of expert information 
or access to official decuments could 
possibly bring any effective criticism— 
expect by accident—to bear upon the 
details of expenditure in Committee of 
Supply. It was absurd to suggest that 
a system under which 670 Members, 
dominated by partisanship and Party 
feeling, strolled in and out on Supply 
days, and voted without having heard 
the debates, involved any definite, metho- 
dical, and scientific examination of the 
expenditure of the country, He submitted 
that the recommendations of the purely 
non-partisan Committee which was ap- 
pointed some three years ago ought to have 
been acted upon, or, at any rate, publicly 
considered before now. 


Public expenditure divided itself into 
three aspects. There was the policy of 
expenditure, the merit of expenditure, and 
the audit of expenditure. To illustrate 
what he meant, let the House suppose 
there arose a question of the improve- 
ment of the scientific training of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps. Whether it should 
be dene would be a question of policy ; 
whether the end should be secured by 
building special hospitals or by placing 
the men in London hospitals, would be 
the merit of the expenditure; and 
whether the money voted had been 
honestly and properly expended would 
belong to the sphere of audit. Ques- 
tions of policy were for the Cabinet 
and the House of Commons, and the 
question of audit was adequately dealt 
with by the Public Accounts Committee, 
the Treasury, and the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. But between these 
two there was a lacuna or middle 
ground, which, for want of a better 
term, he called the merit of expenditure, 
and upon that no control adequately 
or effectively operated at the present 
time. What they had heard of the 
work of the Public Accounts Com- 


mittee ought to encourage them to apply 
Mr. Churchill. 
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to the sphere of merit the same kind 
of efficient examination that they 
applied to the sphere of audit. They 
ought to set up an Estimates Committee, 
which should conduct the examination 
of the Estimates by the same scientific 
methods as the audit of accounts was 
now conducted by the Public Accounts 
Committee. He earnestly hoped that 
work would be undertaken in the future 
No one would suggest that an Estimates 
Committee, any more than the Public 
Accounts Committee, should have any 
executive function; they would have n») 
power to reduce or increase a Vote; all 
that they would have power to do would 
be to find out the truth and place it 
before the House of Commons. He 
suggested that if an Estimates Committee 
were set up its comments on each Esti- 
mate should be printe! on a blue slip 
and attached to the Estimite when it 
was laid before the House. They would 
then be able to debate the Estimates 
in the House with knowledge, be able 
to award praise and blame where it was 
deserved, and the present slip-shod and 
haphazard system would pass away. 
He looked forward to a refermed Parlia- 
ment which would be dis*mbarrassed, by 
devolution, of the mass of detail with 
which their progress was now largely 
choked, and in such a Parliament these 
two Committees would be an indispen- 
sable feature. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoxtp-Forsrer, Belfast, 
N.). on behalf of the Government, associ- 
ated himself with all that had been said as 
to the valuable work done in the Public 
Accounts Committee. The present wa: 
an interesting occasion, as it was the 
first on which the work of the Commit- 
tee had been submitted to the House. 
He had been struck, in reading the four 
Reports of the Committee, with the 
admirable quality of impartiality therein 
displayed, and it was because of that 
quality that they had been received with 
the respect they merited in that House. 
He hoped that the practice, now initiated, 
would in no wise alter the character of 
those Reports; it was conceivable, he 
hoped it was not probable, that by 
bringing the Reports into the arena of 
the House of Commons they might to 
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a certain extent lose that admirable 


quality of impartiality. The hon. Mem- | 


ber for King’s Lynn had mentioned 
that, in the Committee, Party divisions 
were practically unknown, and that the 
questions were discussed purely on 
their merits. In that House there was 
sometimes a danger of masters that 
were national and not Party matters 
being somewhat dimmed by the differ- 
ences which existed between the two 
great Parties, but he hoped that the fine 
tradition embodied in these Reports 
might continue unimpaired. 


His hon. friend the Member for Exeter, 
the hon. Member for Oldham, and other 
hon. Members had expressed the desire 
that what was now being done in connec- 
tion with audit might be extended to 
Estimates. That was a very large question. 
His own belief was that no Party in that 
House would readily adopt the system 
which found favour in France, and that 
they would never have a Budget Com- 
mittee, the approval of which would be 
a necessary condition precedent to the 
presentation of Estimates to that House. 
de did not believe, as a matter of 
practice, that any Party in that House 
would relieve Ministers from their 
responsibility in submitting the Estimates 
to Parliament. Whether it might be 
possible to adopt the suggestion of the 
hon. Member for Ilkeston, and for the 
Public Accounts Committee to carry 
out an extended review of the different 
branches of the public accounts so that 
in the course of a few years the whole 
area might be covered, was another 
matter. It would be in pursuance of 
the aim of the hon, Member for Oldham, 
and the obvious corollary would be 
that they should pass over detailed 
matters not recommended for discussion 
by the Public Accounts Committee. 


He was not sure that some of the 
illustrations used to enforce the argu- 
ments of hon. Members that evening 
had been quite happy. With nearly 
all that had been said on matters of 
principle they found themselves in 
agreement, but he could not allow one 
or two of the illustrations used to pass 
without comment. For instance, the 
large economies in the expenditure of 
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minute degree, to the examination 
referred to by the hon. Member for 
Plymouth, but to a large act of policy 
affecting the whole establishment of the 
Navy and the character of the sea-going 
Fleet which was not the outcome of that 
detailed criticism. Ifthe hon. Member for 
Ipswich had taken the trouble to ask the 
accounting Officer of the Department, 
whose laches he was criticising, or if he 
had taken the trouble to examine the 
Kstimates, he would have found that 
the obscurity in the items relating to 
the history of the war was not so great 
as he asked the House to believe. 
In the Estimates he would have found 
in each year an item for £6,000 for 
“preparation of the history of the 
South African War.” Another ill-chosen 
example of criticism, that in connec- 
tion with the College at Osborne, 
referred to the transfer of expenditure 
from a sea-going ship to the establish- 
ment on land, and this showed the 
folly of purely arithmetical criticisms 
unless they were accompanied by 
review of the circumstances under 
which the Estimates were presented. This 
expenditure was due to the creation of 
a college, one of the most succeessful 
pieces of construction by the naval 
department, and it was because the 
college was completed in so short a 
time that the money was transferred 
from one item to the other. The 
hon. Member for Ipswich said that 
£40,000 was asked for, and £160,000 
was actually spent, and he wished the 
House to understand that that was 
extravagance. 


Mr. GODDARD: I did not sav that. 
I said that the Estimate began at 
£40,000, and it had gone up to £160,000. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER accepted 
the hon. Member’s explanation. He 
wished to point out, however, that 
there had been no departure from the 
purpose for which the money was 
intended. He thought it was the duty 
of somebody on behalf of the Govern- 
ment to state how these Reports had 
been received by them, and the task 
had fallen to his lot because it happened 
that the larger part of the recommenda- 


the Navy were not due, except in ations of the Public Accounts Committee 
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concerned his Department. The Govern- 
ment had accepted the unanimous 
Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and he would like to say one 
or two words about the principal 
items accepted. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
does the right hon. Gentleman mean by 
accepted ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
Report made certain recommendations. 
Those recommendations had been 
accepted, and it was proposed to act 
upon them. The first had reference to 
the grant of £500 to general offcers 
commanding for unforeseen charges. The 
War Office and the Treasury shared the 
opinion of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee that thcse amounts sheuld be 
applied exclusively to the purposes for 
which they were granted, and they would 
be so applied in the future. The second 
recommendation concerned military, 
naval, and other works. He was aware 
of the paiticular case that came under 
the notice of the Committee, and he could 
not find that there was any failure on the 
part of the War Department to furnish 
the particulars asked for; but the 
principle that such particulars should be 
furnished on ail orcasions was readily 
accepted by the War Office and the 
Treasury. 


There was one more item which 
was of more general interest, and was, 
no doubt, of great importance. It dealt 
with the accounting officer referred 
to in the new Army Order. He was 
anxious the Hcuse should understand the 
position of the Army Council with regard 
to this matter. The War Office, like 
every public body, was bound by the 
law of Parliament; and the law of 
Parliament had enjoined that the 
accounting officer was responsible to the 
House, and that he should have his 
representative in all the great spending 
Departments of State. There was no 
desire or intention to challenge that 
‘undamental law; but at the same time 
it ought to be made clear that the Army 
Order which had been made the subject 
of criticism was drawn with a very 
deliberate intention. It was not the 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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intention to exclude the right of the 
accounting officer to communicate directly 
with representatives of the House, but 
there was the intention of giving a 
greater liberty to officers in charge cf 
administration of districts. In this 
connection he would like to read 
one or two passages from the Re- 
port of the Esher Committee. Ther 
said— 

“ The entire system of War Office finance, 
which has been built up during many years, 
and has its origin in a distant past, is based 
upon the assumption that all military officers 
are necessarily spendthrifts, and that their 
actions must be controlled in gross and in 
detail by civilians. This theory is largely 1- 
sponsible for the unreadiness for war which has 
been frequently exhibited, as well as for reckless 
and wasteful expenditure.” 

Again, the Esher Committee said— 

‘The theory that military officers of alf 
ranks are, by the fact of wearing uniform, 
shorn of all business instincts bas inevitably 
tended to produce the laxity which it is sup- 
posed to prevent. . . While the present systei 
of financial control is futile in peace, it is ruinous 
in war. Officers unaccustomed to bear any 
financial responsibility and ruled by excessively 
complex regulations cannot at once improvise 
a system for the control of expenditure in the 
field when the restraints are suddenly removed. 
The result, as in South Africa, is the waste 
of millions. ” 


Those were very pregnant sentences, 
and it was the intention of the War Office 
to give effect to that sound doctrine. 
The Army Order had now been moditied 
in a form which met with the approval of 
the Treasury. They had preserved a far 
greater liberty than that which had 
hitherto been allowed to the general officer 
in charge of administration, but it had 
been made clear that the control of Par- 
liament should be maintained, and he 
believed that the Army Order so drawn 
would satisfy the House. 


There was one other item which 
called for remark, and that was the 
question of refunds in South Africa. 
There, again, they had accepted the 
recommendation of the Public Accounts 
Committee. The Committee recom- 
mended that those items which had 
not yet been satisfactorily dealt with 
because of the length of the inquiry and 
the distance which separated this country 
from the scene of the transactions, should 
be carried over to a suspense account 
until the investigation that was going cn 
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was compl:te. They accepted the re- 
commendation. 
be carried to suspense account. In 
conclusion, he said he thought that on 
this, the first occasion when “the Reports | 
of the Public Accounts Committee had | 
been brought under the review 
House of Commons, 


Government, because they had felt that 
those proposals were framed after an 
examination of the problems with which 


they were concerned from a purely non- | 
Party point of view, and with an eye to | 


the good of the country at large. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, } 


vegetable rations sent out to the troops 
in South Africa. In his Report of January 
31st this year the Comptroller 
Auditor-General reported that 5,571,622 
of the rations supplied were condemned 
and destroyed in South Africa. In addi- 
tion he reported that 497,125 emergency 
rations supplied by the 
Maconochie Brothers, never having left 
these shores, were returned to that firm 


and condemned as being unfit foruse. He | 
also reported that this same firm replaced | 


365,000 rations in place of those con- 
demned and that many of these were 
subsequently found to be unsound; and 
he finally informed the House, through 
his Report, that of the total rations 
destroyed, 955,727 were Maconochie 
emergency rations and 1,053,563 were 
Maconochie meat and vegetable rations. 
The Public Accounts Committee took 
all these facts into consideration and 
they heard what Messrs. Maconochie had 
to say. The explanation given by the 
firm was that the War Office,in November, 
1899, came to them in a great emergency 
aud asked them to supply large quantities, 
under great stress, of these emergency 
meat and vegetable rations, ‘The firm 
was invited if it had not material at 
hand to use pemmican, which was at 
Woolwich in the possession of the Govern- 
ment, in manufacturing the rations. 
It was further stated that the firm 
understood that the rations were for 
immediate consumption—at any rate, 
consumption within the next few months. 
The firm agreed, and they appeared 
not to have agreed very eagerly, because 
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they had to lay aside a great deal of 

their own business, which, he understood 
| was permanently lost. That was in 
| February, 1899, and the firm pushed on 
with the order at the special wish of the 
War Office. 


In December, 1899, down came the 
War Office with a contract to be signed 
by Maconochie Brothers, and what 
| happened at this juncture? The Report 
| showed that the hon. Member for East 
Aberdeen was examined, and in his evi- 
dence he said that he told Mr. Major, the 
‘ate Director of Cont-acts at the War 
| Office, that his firm could not sign the 
| usual cont:act form and this was not an 
contract, and that the sort of 
thing he was supplying would net keep 
| for more than twelve months and so his 
| firm could not give the usual guarantee, 
Then Mr. Major replied ‘“‘but we must 
have something for office reference.” 
Then the firm’s reply was ‘‘If that is all 
then we will siga it,” and it was signed. 
| Mc. Major, the hon. Member explained 
might have understood that as a 
|guirantee, but the firm understood 
} exactly the opposite, and said that if 
that wasall they would sign the contract. 
| Now what was that contract? It stated 
| that the contractors warranted the articles 
ito keep sound and wholesome in any 
climate for a period of two years from 
th: date of delivery, an it further stated 
that this warranty would not be enforced 
in trivial cases or upon small rejec- 
tioas. And so the firm of Maconochie 
Brothers said they were asked to sign this 
for office refereace, and they signed this 
contract on December 2nd, 1899. Mr. 
Major was subsequently asked whether 
the statement that this contract was 
merely for office reference was true, 
and he denied it in his evidence and 
would not admit any such suggestion. 
The next reply of Messrs. Maconochie 
was to the effect that the rations 
were made from Woolwich pemmican, 
for which they were not responsible. 
The final reply of Messrs. Maconochie 
was to the effect that the rations were 
exposed to extremes of tropical cl'mite 
and that they were badly stored and 
kicked about here, there, and every- 
where in all weathers and _ therefore 
went bad. He dared say that was true 
of a good many, but it was the fact that 
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497,412 condemned rations never left 
these shores, and therefore this answer 


could not apply to them. 





The matter of the condemnation of 
these rations had been the subject of a 
voluminous correspondence between the 
War Office and Messrs. Maconochie, and 
on November 19th, 1904, the firm wrote 
an important letter in which it stated 
that it was prepared, without prejudice, to 
make over thesum of £2,500 to the War 
Office in settlement of claims in respect 
to condemned rations. It appeared 
from the next letter that the Treasury 
rather opposed this, but the 
Council appeared to have acquiesced 
and the offer of £2,500 was accepted. 
That was the conclusion of this part of the 
of the 


was this 


Army 


matter. The final judgment 
Public Accounts Committee 
(paragraph 10)— 

‘*Your Committee, while admitting that the 
manufacture of these rations was something in 
the nature of an experiment, are of opinion that 
Messrs. Maconochie sent in defective rations, 
and that they cannot plead either the effect 
of tropical climate or rough usage or the 
presence of Woolwich pemmican to excuse the 
non-fulfilment of their contract for the supply 
of emergency rations for the troops. ”’ 

As against that the hon. Member for 
East Aberdeenshire, on page 169, told the 
Committee that the firm had received 
numerous letters the 
soldier, and that he thought he could say 
at that moment that there was not a 


from ordinary 


single service Member in the House of 
Commons who would not admit that the 
ration was the best form of food he had. 
As to that, again, they had the Report of 
the General Officer Commanding in South 
Africa, issued in a Parliamentary Paper, 
transmitting the opinions of a board of 
officers on certain supplies of meat and 
vegetable at Pretoria considered to be 
unfit for use. General Lyttelton said— 


“Consequent upon frequent 
about these rations having been received from 


Dr, Macnamara. 


complaints 


—_—— 
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the Office Commanding the Pretoria District, 
whose medical officer attributes to them the 
prevalence of diarrhoea amongst the men, an 
analysis was made by Major Beveridge, of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, a copy of whose 
report is enclosed. ” 


Accounts Committee. 


The hon. Member then read the ana- 
lyst’s report upon one case, twenty-eight 
tins Maconochie’s meat and vegetable ra- 
tions, which stated that the sample con- 
tained heavy traces of iron, that seven tins 
out of the twenty-eight were blown and 
their contents decomposed, that the re- 
mainder showed commencing decomposi- 
tion, that in each case the interior of the 
tin was blackened and corroded in places, 
thus accounting for the large proportion of 
iron in the meat, and, in conclusion, that 
if this was a fair sample of the consign- 
ment the whole should be destroyed, 
being unfit for consumption and a danger 
to health. He hoped that he had now 
put perfectly fairly the whole statement 
on both sides. The Public 
Committee made a statement on which 


Accounts 


he would not comment, but about which 
he would ask a Question. They said— 

“Your Committee feel it right to draw the 
attention of the House of Commons to Clause 
9 of the contract signed by Messrs. Maconochie, 
namely ,‘no Member of the House of Com- 
mons shall be admitted to any part or share of 
this contract or to any benefit derived there- 
from.’ ” 

Upon that point the hon. Member for 
Kast Aberdeenshire himself gave evidence. 
The hon. Member for North Norfolk 
directed his attention to this clause in 
the contract. The hon. Member for 
East Aberdeenshire said that his firm was 
a private limited liability company, and 
that he was a shareholder in it. The 
question was then asked— 

“You had no part or share in the profit, or 
any benefit derived therefrom ?’‘ 

The answer of the hon. Member for 
East Aberdeenshire was— 

“T presume, with regard to that contract, 
that anyone who takes any shareholding inter- 
est in any company that tikes a contract gets 
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a benefit the same as any shareholder in a rail- 
way company that carries troops gets a benefit 
by his stock in the company.” 

The contracts were entered into in 
1899 and 1900. As faras he could gathe r 
the company was registered as a private 
limited lability company on September 
29th, 1900. The hon: Member for East 
Aberdeenshire was managing director and, 
of the 100,000 shares, held 79,996. 
other members of his family held between 
them 20,000 shares. He dared say that 
was quite proper. He was not a busi- 


Two 


ness man and offered no opinion on the 
But he would allow himself to 
He could not help 
thinking that the hon. Member, when he 


subject. 
make this comment. 


put it to the Public Accounts Committee 
that he was as a shareholder in a rail- 
way company, was not quite frank in 
view of the fact that he and two mem- 
bers of his family held 99,996 out of 
the 100,000 shares of the company. He 
desired to ask the War Office these two 
Questions: (1) Would the Government 
that the whole of the 
incidents connected with the supply and 


undertake 


condemnation of the emergency meat 
and vegetable rations to the troops in 
South Africa should come before the 
Royal and (2) if 
would they undertake, having regard 
to the which 
set out in the Report, that the firm of 
Messrs. Maconochie Brothers should no 


Commission, not, 


condemnation was 


longer remain upon the list of con- 
tractors to the War Office ? 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) said it did not often fall to the lot 
ofa Member of that House to sit for two 
years under the pillory of the personal 
attacks of his political opponents. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Camber- 


well had deliberately misstated the jacts 
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of the cries of 


* Order.””] 


case. [OpposiTION 


Dr. MACNAMARA: On a point of 
order, Sir, I am sorry there should be 
any heat introduced, but I ask you 
whether it is competent for an hon. 
Member to charge another hon. Member 
with deliberate misstatement of the 


facts of the case. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member is justified in using such 
an expression, 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE said he withdrew 
the expression at once. He meant to 
convey that the hon. Gentleman had 
not the facts at his finger ends. He 
thanked the Chairman of the Public 
Accourts Committee for withdrawing a 
statement had pre- 
judiced him very much, and he trusted 


which certainly 
the right hon. Gentleman would carry 
out that simple act of justice by in- 
Serting his withdrawal in the Report. 


With regard to the emergency rations, 
thestatement of the hon. Memberopposite 
that he was not a Member of the House was 
perfectly true. He was pressed to under- 
take work that, he was given to under- 
stand, could be undertaken at the time 
by nobody else. The conditions sur- 
rounding the production of this article 
were very arduous, and the work had to 
be undertaken ina very short time. The 
article known as an emergency ration 
was composed of four ounces of pemmican 
and five ounces of cocoa paste in two 
tins joined together by band. He would 
specially call the attention of the Public 
Accounts Committee to the fact that they 
were totally misled when they understood 


that the rations were hermetically sealed 
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or that they were sterilised. Wherever 
they were exposed they were subject to 
What 
were the facts concerning this contract ? 
The Department that had to do with it 
could not supply their requirements and 


deterioration in a very short time. 


could not obtain what they wanted else- 
where. His firm put on one side many 
thousands of pounds of their regular 
trade in order to supply them, much 
against their wish and to their great 
injury. Twenty-two months after they 
were delivered there was complaint made 
He then re- 


ferred to the conversation the hon. Mem- 


that they were defective. 


ber had quoted, and explained that the 
firm had no responsibility, that the article 
did not bear their name, that it was 
manufactured for the Department, and 
that they took no resporsibility, but 
that, being desirous of preserving their 
good name as it had always been, and 
he hoped to-night it would be reinstated, 
he said that they would replace the tins 1f 
the 
under rigid supervision to make them 


necessary material were supplied 
good, and that the firm would pay ex- 
penses incurred. This was done, and 
three years and seven months after the 
original order the goods were found de- 
fective, so that even if there had been a 
guarantee it had expired. However, it 
their that 
article would not keep, and there was 


supported contention the 
evidence which could be read in the Blue- 
book that, so far as the War Office was 
concerned, it was not an article of which 
they had had very much experience, and 
to a certain extent it was experimental. 


He did not think his firm had been 
treated in the matter very reasonably. 
It must have cost the firm £12,000 to 
£15,000—a good sum to pay for obliging 
the Department in time of stress and 

Mr. Maconochie. 
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Accounts Committee. 


trouble. The hon. Member omitted to 
state that the meat and vegetable rations 
had been lying out in the open exposed to 
frost, sun and rain and all the vicissitude : 
of weather out there, and it was no 
wonder that some proved defective, 
If tin goods were taken out of any 
grocer’s shop and kept in an open field 
for twelve months how many of the 
articles would they find at the end ol 
the period which were not defective’ 
He repeated here, and he was not afraid 
to say it anywhere, that in every case, 
>o far as the particular ration which 
they invented in 1898 was concerned, 
there had been great praise given. Every 
service Member of the House had person- 
ally testified to him that there never 
was any complaint made during the 
campaign about it. But no goods coull 
stand the exposure in the open, as, for 
instance, that 
within 500 yards of the sea at Durban 
He did not see how they 


which those — stored 
received. 
could have expected any article of 
food in any kind of vessel to stand the 
treatment to which those articles were 
subjected. Correspondents of experience 
had vouched for the excellence of the 
goods, and he need not refer to the 
work done by the firm over and above 
that for which they received pay. He 
felt that the Department had treated 
his firm in a way they would not have 
been treated if he had not been a Mem- 
ber of that House. 
of anything the firm had done, and was 
not afraid to stand before any tribunal. 
He felt that the House would deal with 
the matter 


He was not ashamed 


in a proper spirit aud do 
him justice. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 


tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 
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the hon. Member opposite had fallen 
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into an error in confusing emergency 
and vegetable rations. It was necessary 
to bear in mind that they were diff rent 
things. An emergency ration was a 
small tin containing pemmican and 
c’coa paste. Every soldierhad to carry 
one, so tha’ he could fa'l back upon it 
in the event of his being cut off from 
his ordinary means of supp'y, but he 
was never to use it except in case of 
real emergency. In that case he was 


allowed to draw upon his emergency 


ration, It was, in fact, an insurance 
against the starvation of the soldier. 


At the beginning of the South African 
war a large quantity of these rations 
Was required. The Department had a 


difficulty in obtaining a supply, and the 


firm of Messrs. Maconcchie Brothers 
were asked to undertake this work, 
With the rations sent out to South 


Africa he had not to deal. They were 
probably exposed to some treatment in 
that country which explained why they 
went bad, But of the emergency rations 
remaining in this country 497,000 were 


bad. Tue 


tractors, under protest, agreed to re- 


found to be going con- 


place them. They actually replaced 
366,000 of the rations. 
‘o the War Office they had yet to re- 
131,000. As 


rations were perishable 


place those emergency 


and it was 
doubtful whether they wouid last for 
two years, he thought it a more com- 
mon-sense arrangement to get a sum of 
money down from the contractors rather 


than to ask them to replace the rations. 


It was estimated that it would probably | 


cost the contractors £3,000 to replace 

the rations, and therefore he thought 

he was driving a good bargain for the 

public when he agreed to take £2,500 
VOL. CL. [Fourrn Sertes.] 
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| instead of the 131,000 rations which 
were not wanted and could not be used. 
He was perfectly satisfied in his own 
mind that so far as the public was con- 
cerned he did drive a good bargain, and 
that so far as the contractors was con- 
cerned it was perhaps rather a hard 
bargain. 


The hon. Member asked him whether 
he would remove the firm from the list. 
It was no part of his duty to defend 
the firm; he had enough to do to 
He knew 


defend his own Department. 


‘that the hon. Member would not willingly 


do injustice to any person under any cir 
stances. It was very doubtful whether it 
was possible to make emergency rations 
which would last for two years, and, 
therefore, so far as Messrs. Maconochie 
were concerned, he thought it would not 
be fair to strike the name of the firm 
off the list because they had failed to 
do that. 


went bad in this country. 


No meat and vegetable rations 
They went 


‘bad in South Africa, where they were 


subjected to treatment which made 


their going bad reasonable. He would 
point out that of the meat and vege- 
table rations supplied by other firms 
16 per cent. went bad and had to he 
destroyed, while only 8 per cent. of 
those supplied by the Maconochie firm 
went bad and had to be destroyed. He 
thought, therefore, the House would 
agree that it would not be doing an act 
of justice if the firm were struck off the 
list. 
matter should be referred to the Royal 


As to the suggestion that the 


Commission, of course the Royal Com- 
missicn could go into it if they desired ; 
but as the whole question had been 
fully investigated by the Public Accounts 
Committee he thought that would be 
an unnecessary proceeding on their part. 


Q 
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Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 
the hon. Member opposite had made an 
appeal to the service Members of the 
House. He did not p:opose to deal with 
the financial aspect of the question. It 
was not his business to defen1 the hon. | 
Member, but as the question of the 
quality of te goods had been raised he 
thought it was only fair to say that he 
had lived upon the emergency rations | 


for some time in South Africa, and that | 





Adjournment 


they were very good indeed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he desired to express his personal sense of 
the value of the work which was done by 
the Public Accounts Committee, and also | 
of the courtesy and care which the right | 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wa'sall | 


brought to bear in the discharge of his | 


| 





| 


duties as chairman. 
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of the House. 


MOTOR-CAR ACT (1903) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged; Bill withdrawn. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL, 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


FERRIES (ACQUISITION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


| discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


NATIONAL BOARD OF EDUCATION 
(IRELAND) (SCHOOL COMMITTEES). 


Return ordered, “showing the number 
of Schools under the National Board of 


Education where there is a School Com- 


| mittee recognised by the Board as patron 


Question put, and agreed to. 


| of the School ; the number of such Schools 


under the management of the Roman 


Ordered, ‘That the four Reports of 
the Public Accounts Commi‘tee be now 
taken into consideration.” —(Sir A. Hay- 


ter.) 


TRADE MARKS BILL. | 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill read the third time, and 


passed. 


Catholic, the Protestant Episcopal, Pres- 


byterian, and Methodist Churches respec- 
tively."—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


IRISH EDUCATION (AFFLICTED CHIL- 


DREN) [EXPENSES]. 
Committee to consider of authorising 


the payment, cut of moneys provided by 


Parliament for Public Education in Ire- 


‘land, of the Expenses ef Education given 


'to Afflicted Children, in pursuance of any 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) BELL 
[LORDS]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1, 


to sit 


Committee report Progress ; 


agein To-merrow. 


| Act of the present session to make het- 


| ter provision for the Elementary Educa- 
| tion of Afflicted Children Ireland 
| (King’s Recommendation signified), To- 
| morrow.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


in 


Adjourncd at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 


<in Asterisk (*) 


Member. 


a Speech indicates revision by the 


commencement of 


at the 
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INTRODUCED. 


Alfred Baron Milner, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
having been created Viscount Milner, of 
St. James’ in the county of London, 
and Capetown in the Cape Colony, was 
(in the usual manner) introduced. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Sandys sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his brother. 


The Lord Hastings sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_— 


Hessle Gas Bill [u.u.]; Great Central 
# Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [u.1.]. 
s ns Amendments considered and 
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London County Council (General 
$ Powers) Bill. The King’s consent, and 
® the consent of the Prince of Wales, signi- 

ed; and Bill reported from the Select 
® Committee, with Amendments. 


vumencement o@, 


nv 


Malvern Water Bill. 
Amendments. 


Reported. with 
‘ Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
: (No. 5) Bill. Reported from the Select 
: Committee, without Amendment, and 
‘committed to a Committee of the Whole 
. House To-morrow. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and 
Improvement Bill. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


North-East London Railway Bill; 
Wigan Corporation Bill. Moved, That 
the order made on the 16th day of March 
last, ‘“‘ That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bills be now read 2°; agreed to. Bills 
reid 2* accordingly and committed. 
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The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order). Bills reported without 
Amendment. Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bills to be read 3* To-morrow. 


London Building Acts (Amendment) 
Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 
1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Oder 
(No. 3) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to order), Amendments made, 
Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received 
To-morrow. 


Thames Conservancy Bill ; North-East 
London Railway Bill; Wigan Corpora- 
tion Bill. Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; (viz.), 


V. Colville of Culross, 

L. Clonbrock, 

L. Ramsay (£. Dalhousie), 
L. Deramore, 

L. Ludlow (Chairman) ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Monday next, at Twelve o’clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills. 


London Government Scheme (London 
and Middlesex, Bill; London Govern- 
ment Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton 
Unions) Bill. Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Earl of 
Stamford and the Earl of Lauderdale be 
proposed to the House as members of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Viscount Falmouth and the 
Lord Kintore (#. Kintore), and that the 
Earl of Lauderdale be Chairman of the 
said Committee ; read, and agreed to. 


R 
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Training Colleges 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Extracts from the proceedings of—(1) 
The General Assembly of the Church of 
Scotland ; (2) The General Assembly of 
the United Free Church of Scotland. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 

No. 451. Hong-Kong (Report for 
1904). 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3457. Japan (Nagasaki). 

No. 3458. Spain (Malaga). 

No. 3459. Turkey (Beirut and Coast 
of Syria). 

No. 3460. Spain (Barcelona). 

No. 3461. Uruguay (Supplementary 
Report). 

No. 3462. France (Corsica). 


JUDICIAL SIATISTICS (IRELAND), 1904. 
Part I. Criminal statistics. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 
Report of the progress of the Ordnance 
Survey, to the 3lst March, 1905. 


INLAND REVENUE. 
Forty-eighth Report of the Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Inland 
Revenue, for the year ended 31st March, 
1905. 
POST OFFICE. 


Fifty-first Report of the Postmaster- 
General on the Post Office. 


NAVY (STATEMENT OF EXCESS). 


Statement of the sum required to be 
voted in order to make good excesses 
of Navy expenditure beyond the grants, 
for the year ended 31st March, 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BISHOPRICS ACT, 1878, AND BISHOPRICS 
OF SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM 
ACT, 1904. 

Order in Council of the 11th July, 1905, 
approving a Scheme of the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners with respect to the 
Bishopric of Birmingham, and for other 
purposes.” 


{LORDS} 
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in Scotland. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


General rule made pursuant to Section 
25 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHER. 
IES (INTELLIGENCE (DIVISION). 

Annual report of proceedings under 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 
to 1899, the Merchandise Marks Acts, 
1887 and 1894, the Fertilisers and Feeding 
Stuffs Act, 1893, and the Board of Agri- 
culture Act, 1889 (Section 2, Sub-section 
3), for the year 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS) 
BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Monday next.—(The Marquess of Lin- 
Lithgow.) (No. 155.) 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1"; 
and to be printed. (No. 156.) 


TRAINING COLLEGES IN SCOTLAND. 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 


I am anxious to ask the noble Marquess 
the Secretary for Scotland a Question of 
which I have given him private notice. 
In the earlier portion of the session it 
was proposed to deal with the question 
of Scottish Training Colleges by means 
of a Minute of the Education Depart- 
ment. That idea was dropped at the 
time on account of the introduction 
of the Education (Scotland) Bill, which 
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was thought to be a better and more 
convenient method of dealing with the 
subject. I am afraid the Education 
(Scotland) Bill has now gone the way 
that Bills too often go at this time of the 
session, and I would now like to ask 
my noble friend whether he proposes to 
proceed with the Minute of the Scottish 
Education Department. I may say that 
if he does, it would meet, if not with 
universal, at any rate with general, 
assent. 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of LinuitHcow): My 
Lords, I am afraid I must agree with 
my noble friend that there is very little 
chance of the Education (Scotland) Bill 
coming before your Lordships this session, 
although it has not as yet been formally 
withdrawn. Under those circumstances 
I propose that the Training College 
Minute to which my noble friend has 
referred should be put into operation 
as soon as convenient, as it has already 
been made the subject of discussion 
in another place. 


ARMY (RESERVE) 


*LorpD ROSMEAD rose to bring to 
the notice of His Majesty’s Government 
the discrepancy in the financial treat- 
ment accorded to the two classes of 
Reserve officers called up for service dur- 
ing the late war in South Africa; and 
to move to resolve, “ That, in the opinion 
of this House, the emoluments received 
by the pensioned officers of the Reserve 
who were called up for service during the 
hte war in South Africa compare most 
unfavourably with those of other Reserve 
ificers up called for similar service, but 
vho had retired with gratuities ; and the 
vonsequent grievances of the pensioned 
iflicers should be favourably considered 
by His Majesty’s Government with a 
view to removing the disparity com- 
jlained of.” 


The noble Lord said: My Lords, 
taving drawn your Lordships’ attention 
% several occasions to the 
lisparity in the financial treatment of 
the two classes of Reserve officers who 
vere called up for service during the 
lite war, it is not necessary for me to 
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repeat what has already been said. 
I do not, therefore, propose to take up 
much of your Lordships’ time, but to 
content myself with stating a few of the 
facts. I first drew the attention of your 
Lordships to this matter on May IIth, 
1905, in the form of a Motion very similar 
to the one which I am now moving. I 
withdrew that Motion on the suggestion 
of the then Under-Secretary of State 
for War, who informed your Lordships 
at the time that in the opinion of the 
Secretary of State there were spvcial 
‘cases among Reserve officers in which 
some redress might be necessary. For 
that reason the right hon. Gentleman 
had recently appointed a Committee 
which was inquiring into the whole 
subject. On August 7th in the same 
year I appealed to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for some information in regard to 
the Report of the Committee in question, 
and I received a reply which, in my 
humble opinion, was not at all satis- 
factory. 


' 
| 


Again, on February 26th of last year, | 
brought the matter to the notice of your 
Lordships in the form of a Question, 
and on that occasion was informed by my 
noble friend the present Under-Secre- 
tary of State for War that I was under 
a misapprehension as to the exact pur- 
poses of the Committee, the appointment 
of which had been announced on May 11th 
of the previous year. The Committee, 
said the noble Earl, was not appointed 
to inquire into the grievances of Reserve 
officers during the late war, but into the 
general question of the past, present, 
and future re-employment of Reserve 
officers in time of war. I bowed to the 
superior knowledge of my noble friend, 
but that was not what I was led to believe 
by his predecessor. On February 26th of 

last year the noble Earl further informed 

your Lordships that this mysterious 
Committee did emphatically report 
against making any proposals _retro- 
spective. Had I been aware of this on 
| May 11th, 1903, I need hardly say I should 
have dezlined to withdraw my Motion 
| on that occasion. 


The officers of the Reserve who were 
called up for service during the late war 
_are divided into two classes—those who 
/retired with a pension and those who 
retired with a gratuity or lump sum 
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down. The former, when they were 
called up for service during the war, had 
their pension suspended, whereas the 
gratuity officers not only continued to 
enjoy the benefits of their gratuities, but 
drew the full pay of their rank during 
service. Your Lordships are informed 
that the reason why no actual reduction 
was made in the pay of the gratuity 
officers was that the noble Marquess who 
was Secretary of State for War at the 
time they were called up for service did 
not consider such a course altogether 
fair. I entirely agree with the noble 
Marquess. I do not attempt to say 
which proceeding is the correct one, but 
this I do contend, that both classes of 
Reserve officers should have been treated 
alike while they were on service. In other 
words, what was sauce for the gratuity 
goose should have been sauce for the 
pension gander. In the actual cir- 
cumstances of the case there were many 
senior pensioned officers who obtained 
less remuneration than gratuity officers 
ot half their service—a condition of 
things which would be ridiculous if it 
were not so grossiy unjust. I beg to 
move the Motion standing in my name. 


Moved to resolve, ‘“‘That, in the 
opinion of this House, the emoluments 
received by the pensioned officers of the 
Reserve who were called up for service 
during the late war in South Africa, 
compare most unfavourably with those 
of other Reserve officers called up for 
similar service, but who had retired with 
gratuities; and the consequent griev- 
ances of the pensioned officers should be 
favourably considered by His Majesty’s 
Government with a view to removing 
the disparity complained of.”—(Lord 
Rosmead.) 


Toe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (The Earl of DonovcHMoreE) : 
My Lords: This Motion which my nob'e 
friend has brought forward is in danger 
of becoming a hardy biennial in the pro- 
ceedings of your Lordships’ House. 
My noble friend alluded to the fact that 
he had already raised the question on 
previous occasions, and I have had the 
privilege of already delivering the speech 
which I shall deliver to-night, with this 
exception, that on th’s occasion it will 


Lord Rosmead. 


{LORDS} 
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be much shorter. It is nothing more 
than a difference of opinion between us, 
My noble friend maintains that the cir- 
cumstances underlying the case of the 
gratuity officers, if I may so call them 
for the sake of brevity, are exactly on a 
par with those of the pensioned officers, 
and we have argued, I regret without 
convincing my noble friend or his friends 
in another place, that their state of 
existence is entirely different, and there- 
fore the difference of treatment was 
warranted. 


Very shortly, the difference is as 
follows. The War Office felt that had 
the gratuity officer had deducted from 
his emoluments when re-employed the 
actuarial value of his gratuity he would 
have suffered an injustice, because that 
actuarial value would have been con- 
siderably greater than the interest he 
could have expected to obtain from 
that money when invested. There was 
also the belief that in very few cases would 
it be found that officers who had obtained 
a gratuity some years before would still 
be in possession of that gratuity. It 
was again felt that it would be a hardship 
to call upon them to do active service 
on active service pay minus the value 
of their gratuity, which in all probability 
they would not be in possession of. 

The position of the retired-pay officer 
is entirely different. Retired pay is a 
reward for past services, and it is also, 
as is clearly shown in the pay warrant, 
a retainer for future service. We have 
power to stop the retired pay if, on 
calling upon an officer to come up for 
service, he refuses to do so. I therefore 
trust your Lordships will not accede 


to the Motion which has been brought | 


forward not for the first time by my 
noble friend. I deny that we have 
treated harshly retired officers who were 
re-employed during the recent war in 
South Africa. They were liable to re- 
employment on certain conditions, which 
included £100 for outfit and other details ; 
but it was decided that all officers who 
had been re-employed should receive 
a war gratuity of £100 for every year 
they served during the war, and an extra 
£100 or £50, according to detailed arrange 
ments into which it is not necessary to 
enter, for a further year’s service. These 
re-employed officers when they retired 





Ga feed ee eet es ee ek le eel eslilim a<c 


—_ 


— 


sk 
be 
ni 
Wi 
gi 


h 








as 
ad 
ym 
he 


ld 


n- 
he 
ym 
as 
ld 
ed 


till 


hip 
ice 
lue 
ity 


cer 
a) 
Iso, 
nt, 
ave 

on 
for 
‘ore 
ede 


ght | 


my 
ave 
vere 
in 

re- 
nich 
ils ; 
who 
elve 
year 
xtra 
nge- 
y to 
hese 
sired 





469 


Army 


could not possibly put forward any case | 


entitling them to this war gratuity. It 
was an act of grace on the part of the War 


Office that they were granted it; and I. 


merely mention it to show your Lordships 
that we are not open to the charge of 
having treated harshly officers whom 
we re-employed during the war. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | 
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and were mobilised for duty in various 
capacities in the United Kingdom during 
the Boer War, were more highly remuner- 
ated than majors and lieutenant- 
colonels who had retired with pensions 
after many years longer service, and 
several of whom served before the 
There was an 


unjust distinction drawn between senior 
officers of longer service, but who had 


I should like to give your Lordships a_ 


concrete instance of how this works. I 
will take the case of a major who is in 
receipt of a gratuity and a major who is 
in receipt of a pension, and compare the 
results in each case, Take the major 
in receipt of a gratuity, supposing 
he had served for two years mobilised. 
In virtue of those two years he would 
be entitled to a higher grade of gratuity. 
He would receive his pay, £600, and his 
gratuity, £490, a total of £1,000. A 
major who retired with a pension would 
receive only £300, the difference between 
his pension and the pay, and that man 
with a service, perhaps, of twenty-five 
years as against the gratuity major’s 
fifteen years. In May, 1903, the late 
Lord Hardwicke stated that the subject 
was one in which Mr. Brodrick took 
the greatest interest and it would be 
thoroughly inquired into. The inquiry 
promised has not taken place. What has 
happened is that the conditions of service 
have been revised, so that the major with 
the pension is precluded from being 
treated in the same way as the major with 
a gratuity; the conditions of service 
have been changed for the express purpose 
of preventing it. I do not think that is 
justice. I do not think that is the way 
to encourage the sons of officers to follow 
in the steps of their fathers in the service 
of the King. 


he Earut of WEMYSS: My Lords, | 
if the noble Lord goes to a division, [| 
shall certainly vote for his Motion, | 
because it advocates what seems to me | 


not only justice, but policy in dealing 
with officers. I will state a case as 
given by one of these officers. In the 
late war, captains in the Reserve who 
had retired from the Army with gratuitie 


retired on pensions, and junior officers 
who had received gratuities. Mr. Brod- 
rick on May &th, 1904, said— 

” T recognise now, as I did in 1903, that certain 


officers had grievances with regard to the terms 
under which they were employed.” 


There is an admission from the War 
Office that the officers had a grievance. 
It will be fresh in your Lordships’ recol- 
lection that when we debated this ques- 
tion on a Motion moved by Lord Tweed- 
mouth a few days ago, it turned out 
that, taking the Regular Army and 
Auxiliaries, we are short of 10,000 
officers. That is a terrible state to be 
in; but I can conceive nothing more 
likely to deter men from entering the 
Army as officers than the fact that the 
War Office should treat one class of 
officers more liberally than another. 
I, therefore, think the Government, 
instead of refusing accept the 
Motion, would have done to 
accept it. Tne Motion which was 
moved by Lord Tweedmouth on ‘Tues- 
day and accepted by the Government 
declared that the present state of things 
as regards the shortage of officers re- 
quires the instant attention of His 
Majesty’s Government, and I would 
strongly recommend my noble friend 
the Under-Secretary to give his instant 


to 
well 


‘attention to doing justice to a class of 
officers to whom it is clear an injustice 


has been done. 


Viscount TEMPLEIOWN : My Lords, 
I do not rise for the purpose of con- 
tinuing this debate, but merely to say 
that, after the clear way in which it hes 
been proved that inequality has taken 


‘place in the treatment of two classes of 
‘officers, I hope my noble friend will 


‘ 
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not be induced to withdraw the Motion, 
but will go to a division. 


Argyll, D. 
Bedford, D. 
Manchester, D. 
Wellington, D. 


Ripon, M. 


Carrington, E. 
Chesterfield, E. 
Crewe, E. 
Devon, E. 
Durham, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Howe, E. 
Kimberley, E. 
Lauderdale, E. 
Lonsdale, E. 
Mansfield, E. 
Spencer, E. 


Halsbury, E. (ZL. Chancellor.) 
Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) 
(L. President.) 


Devonshire, D. 
Marlborough, D 
Portland, D 
Rutland, D. 


Ailesbury, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 
Linlithgow, M. 
Zetland, M. 


Clarendon,E. (L.Chamberlain.) 
Abingdon, E. 
Cadogan, E. 
Camperdown, E 
Dartmouth, E. 
Dartrey, E. 
Denbigh, E. 
Doncaster, E. (D. 

and Queensberry.) 
Feversham, E. 
Haddington, E. 
Malmesbury, E. 
Mar and Kellie, E. 
Minto, E. 


Buccleuch 


TARIFF REFOR* 

or DEVONSHIRE 
‘“«To cal] attention to the speeches of Mr. 

Chamberlain at St. Helen’s on June 3rd, 

and at the Albert Hall on July 7th, and 

to the Resolution of the Tariff Reform | 
League passed on the latter occasion ; 
and to move to resolve—(1). 


THe Duke 
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(system of Colonial Preference based on 
taxation 
Duke said: 


of food.’ The noble 
My Lords, I am only 
painfully conscious that many 


of your Lordships are by this time 
so weary of discussions on the fiscal 
“question that it is probable that some 
natural impatience is felt at any attempt 


this House disapproves of any proposal | to renew discussion of it; but, in my 
to establish a General or Penal Tariff; | opinion, it is a question of such vast 
(2). ‘Lhat this House disapproves of any | importance and ‘one of which it 1s 80 


Viscount Templetown, 





nd 


m.) 


on 
dle 
ily 
hy 
me 
cal 








473 Tarif, 


necessary that clear ideas should exist in 
the minds of the electors, and at the 
same time one on which there still exists 
so much obscurity and confusion on the 
part of some of our leaders, that I do not 
think that much excuse is required from 
me if I ask your Loidships once more to 
consider the subject. 


The Resolutions I have to move are not 
intended to raise, and I think do not raise, 
any issue as between His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment and the Opposition. [ understand 
that His Majesty’s Government intend at 
the next election to submit to the country 
some scheme of fiscal reform which will 
involve assent to the principle of retali- 
ation, and will also involve some further 
examination of the question of colonial 
preference. To both of those policies I 
believe the Opposition are opposed. 
These Resolutions do not raise that issue, 
The issue they are intended to raise, and 
which 1 think they do raise, is one, not 
between the Government and the Oppo- 
sition, but one between the different 
sections of those who support His 
Majesty’s Government; and my desire is 
to make one more attempt to discover to 
the opinion of which section of their 
nominal followers His Majesty’s Ministers 
at present incline. 


It may be said that this issue is solely of 
Party interest. I think it is of wider inter- 
est. Although it does not appear very 
probable that His Majesty’s present advis- 
sers will be in a position after another elec- 
tion to submit any legislative proposals 
on the fiscal or any other question to the 
country, still it must be a matter of deep 
interest and importance to the country 
to know what course will be taken by 
the Unionist Party in Parliament and in 
the country in the more or less prolonged 
period during which they may find them- 
selves excluded from office. I am afraid 
that, whether in power or in opposition, 
after what has occurred the Unionist 
Party must for a considerable period 
be adivided Party. But, in my opinion, 
great as that evil is, it is a lesser evil 
than that the Party should have a 
semblance of unity when in reality unity 
does not exist, and a lesser evil than that 
the Unionist Party should be the one 
which is pledged to a policy which is 
retrograde and unsound. 


{27 Juty 1905} 
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The prsition the Unionist Party will 
take after the next election will be greatly 
decidei by the advice they receive from 
their responsible leaders ; and I propose 
to-day to attempt, not by putting 
Questions to His Majesty's Government, 
but by inviting His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to give a clear “ Aye” or “No” to 
certain definite propositions, to obtain 
an expression of their opnion on a 
subject on which, in my judgment, that 
expression of opinion has been too long 
delayed. In the last discussion that 
took place on this question my noble 
friend the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs gave the House to understand 
that, although it was not impossible, it 
was extremely improbable that what is 
called the ordinary Colonial Conference 
would be called together to deliberate 
next year; that in June next we should 
be within measurable distance of the 
time for a dissolution; and he told us to 
consider whether, at such a time, the Gov- 
ernment would be inclined to issue, or the 
Colonial Premiers would be willing to 
respond to, an invitation to attend a 
Colonial Conference. 


Since that discussion, and even since 
I put my notice on the Paper, circum- 
stances have somewhat changed. We 
now know that, if the Government is 
still in power when Parliament meets 
pext year, it is their intention to sub- 
mit to Parliament a scheme of electoral 
reform which will, with the ordinary 
business, probably occupy the whole 
session, and which, if passed, may 
render necessary the preparation of a 
new register. Therefore, the period 
before the dissolution may be longer 
than my noble friend thought when he 
last addressed the House, and it is quite 
possible that there might be time during 
the present Parliament for holding 
another Colonial Conference; and it 
seems to me not altogether inopportune 
to ask my noble friend whether the 
Government have taken any steps, or 
mtend to take any steps, before Parlia- 
ment meets again, for the purpose of 
summoning the ordinary Colonial Con- 
ference, and, if so, whether they have 
considered the subjects which it would 
be competent or desirable that that 


conference should discuss. 
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Another point left in some obscurity | 
at the last discussion, which I think my 
second Resolution may help to clear up, 
was whether those supporters of His | 
Majesty’s Government who give their 
adherence to the policy of calling together 
a free and unfettered conference for the 
discussion of our fiscal relations with the 
Colonies thereby commit themselves to 
any approval of the policy of colonial 
preference based on the taxation of food. 
That is the subject of my second Resolu- 
tion, and I think the vote which your 
Lordships may give upon it may) 
provide a more satisfactory Answer than 
anything that has yet been obtained 
by asking Questions. If we were to put | 
a Question we should no doubt be told | 
that by assent to a free and unfettered | 
conference no one is committed to any- | 
thing, and that, if any conclusions | 
should be arrived at at that conference, | 
those conclusions will have no effect | 
until they have been submitted for the | 
approval of another Parliament. That 
may be a good answer before the. 
conference has met; but what will be) 
our position after the conference has met | 
and has discussed our fiscal relations, 
and possibly come to some conclusion ? 
If that conference is able to agree on a 
plausible scheme of colonial preference 
founded on the taxation of food, we | 
shall inevitably be told that it is too 
late to raise the question of principle on | 
which the measure rests. We shall be | 
told that, as reasonable men, we must 
take the consequences of our own action. 
We shall be told that we always knew. 
that the only possib!e basis for colonial 
preference was the basis of the taxation 
of food, and that if we were irreconcil- 
ably opposed to that it would have been 
better never to have entered the 
conference at all. What we want is to 
be assured that after the conference, and 
after 1t has possibly arrived at some con- 
clusion, we shall be as free as we now. 
are to oppose what we believe to be an 
unsound policy and one which would 
provide an unstable foundation for closer 
relations between the mother country | 
and the Colonies. 


Desiring as we do the most intimate | 
relations in fiscal as well as in all! 
other matters with our Colonies, | 
we desire above all things that there | 

he Duke of Devonshire. 
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should be no room for misunde.standing 
between us and them. We do not want 
to enter into a discussion with them, 
possibly to arrive at some agreement 
based upon generous o%fers on their part, 
and then to be placed in the position 
of having to turn round upon them 
and say we are obliged to reject 
those offers because the concession re- 
quired on our part was one to which we 
are in principle opposed. I maintain 
that the time for us to make up our minds 
on the principle is before, and not after, 
the conference. When a principle is at 
stake it is not possible for us to pre- 
serve the open mind which we are ia- 
vited to preserv’, The second Reso'u- 
tion asserts in the clearest language the 
principle to which I and those who 
agree with me adhere; and we ask 
every Member of the House—I believe 
there are many on this side of the 
House, possibly including s)me members 
of the Government, who are strongly 
and definitely opposed to anything in 
the nature of taxation, especially taxa- 
tion of a protective character, upon 
the food of the people.--we ask them 


| to make their opinion clear and remove 


the possibility of any misunderstanding, 


I am not going to discuss the questien 
of the colonial offer, or whether there 
was such an offer. What I think is 
perfectly certain is that, although many 
of the Colonics might be willing, if we 


‘thought it was in our own interest to 


reverse our fiscal policy in the matter 
of the taxation of imported food, to 
make us generous and satisfactory offers, 
they have never iavitel us to reverse 
our fiscal policy on their account, They 


have always sad that that was a ques‘ion 


we must first decide for ourselves, and 


that when we had deci led it they would 


be in a position to discuss what they 
could give us in return. There is, how- 
ever, a wider question which I desire 
to submit. I want to try to ascer- 


tain what is the present posit on 


'of the leaders of the Unionist Party. 


I think I perceive with sufficient clear- 
ness, though not perhaps as clearly as 1 
could wish, what is the position in 
which the Prime Minister would like 
to stand. I understand that the Prime 
Minister desires to obtain a mandate 
from the country to revers: the maxim 
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which has hitherto prevailed in our| upon which to inscribe his own policy. 
fiscal policy, that duties are never to) Another statesman had been in the field 
be imposed except for the purpose of with fiscal reform before him, and, in my 
revenue; but, so far as I can under-| judgment, so far at all events as the 
stand him, he desires to obtain this) Unionist Party are concerned, that other 








mandate for the purpose of negotiation | statesman holds the field. 


alone. He has said that the idea of. 
entering into a tariff war with all the) 
protective nations of the world never) 
entered his mind. He has discarded the | 
intention of proposing general tariffs or | 
penal tariffs. The most definite declara-| 
tion which the Prime Minister has ever | 
made on this subject was that which he 
made when he first unfolded his policy at 
Sheffield. Having regard to the pzactice 
of other nations, he sai:d— 


“I contemplate no such procedure with 
regard to this country. I think it would involve | 
too great a disturbance of our practice, and | 
might risk the disorganisation of our trade. 
Sut I see no such objection to our proceeding, 
so to speak, from the other end ; and if we 
thought we could do it without disadvantage | 
to ourselves, which is, after all, the guiding 
consideration in these matters, we might in- 
form any foreign country which we thought 
was treating us with outrageous unfairness | 
that, unless they modified their policy to our 
advantage, we should feel ourselves compelled 
to take this or that step with regard to their 
exports to our markets.” 


I am not aware that the Prime 
Minister has ever in any of his} 
speeches advanced beyond that posi- 
tion. The complaint we have to make is 
that he has allowed others to attach a 
different interpretation to his words. As 
to colonial preference I will do the Prime 
Minister the justice to say that I do not 
think he has ever expressed any objection 
to the taxation of food on principle, but 
he has expressed the very strongest 
opinion that in the present state of public 
opinion it does not enter into the field of 
practical politics. I think the Prime 
Minister has to a certain extent modified 
that opinion. 
suaded himself, or been persuaded by 
others, that ifthis question was discussed 


in a free conference with the Colonies it | 


is possible that this objection on the part 
of the people to the taxation of food, 
which he once thought insuperable, 
might be overcome. This, very generally, 
is what I understand to be the policy 
that the Prime Minister would desire to 


I think he has now per- | 


There is 
another policy besides that of the Prime 
Minister, a larger and more extearded 


policy. 


As to retaliation, Mr, Chamberlain 
nominally accepts the policy of retaliation. 
He cares nothing more for the word 


retaliation than for the word Mesopo- 


tamia. He accepts the big revolver of 
my noble friend behind me, but he 
intends to load that revolver himself, and 


| to load it with a general tariff, a scientific 


tariff, and, if need be, a penal tariff. That 
has been stated more clearly than ever in 


| the last speech which Mr. Chamberlain 


has made. He said— 


*** Retaliation’ is an excellent text, so is 
Mesopotamia. What do we mean by retalia- 
tion? We mean an effective engine to force a 
fair trade policy upon the nations with which 
we exchange our products—or, failing that, to 
take up our own independent position, and, 
if we cannot exchange our goods with theirs, 
to keep for our own people our own demands.” 


What is that but a tariff war? Mr. 
Chamberlain went on to say— 
“We want the big revolver when we meet 


| the men who are armed at all points... . 


What is the use of a revolver which is not 
| loaded? We will load our revolver with a 
| general tariff. That tariff must be moderate, 

in my opinion. It will be a tariff principally 

for revenue. It will be a tariff which contains 

a large free list of articles which are necessary 

fo. the spread of our commerce, and on which, 

therefore, we should be foolish to put any duty. 

It must be a scientific tariff, and when we have 

it we must ask at the same time for a mandate 

from the electorate of this country that the 
revolver is not given to us as a toy—that it is 
meant for use; that its charge—this general 
tariff of which I speak--may be turned ata 
moment into a penal tariff in the case of those 
| nations which will not meet us on equal terms.” 


The policy thus expounded by Mr: 
‘Chamberlain is a policy of a revenue 
tariff, a general tariff, a scientific tariff, 
and, if need be, a penal tariff. This is a 
| policy of fiscal revo'ution to which I 
think no encouragement has been given 
| by the Prime Minister or any member of 
| his Government, unless encouragement 
can be found in the silence with which 


place before his followers and the country | the speeches of others have been accepted. 


at the next general election. 
tunately h> has not had a clean sheet 


But uvfor- | Clearly there have been two policies 


before the courtry. The question to be 
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considered is whether there are still two 
policies before the country or whether 
they have been merged into one; and, if 
they have been merged into one, whether 
it has been through the retirement of 
Mr. Chamberlain to the position of the 
Prime Minister, or through the advance 
of the Prime Minister to the position 
of Mr. Chamberlain. One thing, at all 
events, is certain; no Government and 
no Party can deal with the fiscal ques- 
tion as a whole without taking into 
account the existence of Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s policy and the policy of the Tariff 
Reform League. I submit that it is 
the duty of our statesmen and leaders 
not to concern themselves only with the 
views and the policy which they have 
evolved for themselves from their own 
studies and their own _ philosophical 
meditations, but to take into account 
all the facts of the case, and the exist- 
ence of Mr. Chamberlain and the Tariff 
Reform League are facts. They may be 
convenient or _ inconvenient facts; 
pleasant or disagreeable facts, but they 
are facts with which in any consideration 
of the fiscal question we have to deal and 
which it is impossible for us to ignore. 
The policy of the Prime Minister up to 
the present time in regard to Mr. 
Chamberlain and the Tariff Reform 
League has been to ignore their existence. 
But he will find that they cannot be 
ignored. The agitation is in the hands 
of a resolute and determined statesman 
who will have an answer from the 
country, and will obtain that answer 
whether it be in his favour or against 
him. I am not very much surprised, 
in view of this negative attitude which 
the Government call its policy, that 
Mr. Chamberlain should have put for- 
ward the somewhat audacious claim that 
the Prime Minister’s policy is one with 
his own. 


Jn the last occasion on which the 
House discussed this subject, I called 
attention to the speech of Mr. Chamber- 
lain at St. Helen’s, in which he put 
forward this claim. I do not think my 
noble friend the Foreign Secretary quite 
understood the object of the Question 
which I then put to him. My noble 
friend said that he had not given 
minute attention to the matter, that 
he had not compared the speeches of 


The Duke of Devonshire, 


{LORDS} 
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Mr. Chamberlain with those of Mr. 
Balfour, and he seemed to think that 
my object in putting the Question or 
in referring to those speeches was to 
detect some differences between them. 
That was not my object at all. My 
object was to call the attention of my 
noble friend to a definite claim which 
had been made by Mr. Chamberlain 
that the policies of Mr. Balfour and of 
himself were practically one, and to 
ask him whether he assented to that 
claim. That claim was put forward at 
the Albert Hall in a more extended 
form, because it covers not only the 
question of colonial preference, but also 
of penal tariffs. Mr. Chamberlain said— 
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“ Meanwhile [ rest myself upon the actual words 
of the Prime Minister. I make no comment, but 
in my judgment they constitute a declaration 
which justifies the hope that I have already 
expressed, that when the great trial of strength 
comes the Unionist Party, which through the 
mouth of all its popular and representative men 
has declared itself in favour of the policy which 
we have proclaimed, will find its leaders shoulder 
to shoulder, and placing themselves ready at 
the head of a movement which offers to this 
country its only constructive and fighting 
policy.” 

Is it possible that a clair can be put 
forward in stronger language that the 
Prime Minister is a supporter of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s policy than that which I 
have just quoted ? 


The question for the House is whether 
this claim can be made good. I am not 
going to put any Question to the Gov- 
ernment. I know that the noble and 
learned Ea1l on the Woolsack has a 
strong objection to being asked Questions 
as to his intentions which are based 
upon the declarations of other people. 
I am not going to ask the Government 
whether they assent to this claim of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s or not; I must look for 
the evidence to other quarters. If Mr. 
Chamberlain desired to prove this claim 
he could bring forward a good deal of 
evidence, He could point to the sym- 
pathetic letter of the Prime Minister on 
his resignation; he could point to the 
retention in the Government of his son, 
an avowed supporter of his policy; he 
could point to innumerable letters and 
messages addressed by the Prime Minister 
to tariff reform candidates in the con- 
stituencies wishing them success; he could 
point to the Parliamentary mancuvres of 
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the present session in the other House de- | their power to thwart us in the Eageomgopne 


: i ; to come back after our victory as nomina 
0) ; : : 
signed to shield Mr. Chamberlain from a | supporters, but who have the full intention of 


hostile vote on the part of the followers of | preventing us from securing what ought to be 
the Government; he could point to the | the natural results.” 

continued silence of every member of | —" 
the Government in the face of these|. For whom, my Lords, were these jibes 
repeated challenges; he could point to, intended but for the supporters of the 
the presence at the Albert Hall of 150 Government policy if not for the Govern- 
supporters of the Government who | ™ent itself, And while they are exposed 
listened to this claim and who uttered | these taunts I can recall no word 





no protest and made no sign; he could | Of encouragement which has been ad- 
| dressed by any member of the Govern- 


ment to these men who are fighting as 
well as they can for what they believe, 
from the declarations of the Government, 
to be the policy of the Government. 


point to their acceptance on the same 


occasion of a resolution which was so) 


framed as to convey the impression | 
that the claim that the two policies | 
were identical could be maintained. 


I do not say that all this evidence—_ 
and [ think a good deal more could | 
be produced—is conclusive. It may be | 


that when the policy of the Government | 


is placed before the country we may | “S 


find that the Prime Minister has not | 
advanced one step beyond the policy of | 
the “Economic Notes on Insular Free | 
Trade” and his Sheffield speech, but if 
that be so, I ask, What chance is the | 
Prime Minister giving to his own policy, | 
and what is the position in which he is 
placing those unfortunate members of | 
his Party who, while they are prepared | 
to support everything which he himself | 
bas ever said or proposed, are not prepared | 
to go one step further? These unfor- | 
tunate followers get all the kicks and none | 
of the halfpence. What has Mr. Cham- | 
berlain to say about them? He had | 
something to say about them at the | 
Albert Hall. Mr. Chamberlain said— | 

“IT know very well there are men on both | 
sides of polities who, when some great forward | 
movement is in progress, are led by excessive | 
modesty to creep to the rear. They are the men | 
who tell you that too rapid advance should be 
avoided.” 

—I think I remember some sentences of 
that sort in the speech of the Prime 
Minister—- 

“They are the men who are afraid of com- 
mitting themselves prematurely, and it is only 
when the battle has been fought and won that 
they emerge to congratulate the victor. We 
want ‘ The Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing but 
the Bill” We have a clear understanding as to 
every part of our policy, and we will not allow 
these gentlemen ”— 

Those are the gentleman who support 
the Prime Minister and no more— 


“T think myself the constituencies will not 





allow them, after having done everything in 


I read the other day a _ rather 
interesting article in the Standard. 
That article, of course, I do not quote 
having any authority, but I 
quote it for a reason which I will ex- 
plain in @ moment. It was an article 
on the organisation of the Unionist 
Party, of which the writer had a good 
many complaints to make, but I find 
in it this sentence— 

“Tt is absurd, for instance, when a “con- 
stituency is known to be on the whole decidedly 
favourable to the policy of Mr. Chamberlain, 
to bring forward a candidate who declines to 
move one step ahead of Mr, Balfour’s pro- 
gramme. It is equally unwise when local 
feeling is preponderatingly a of food 
taxation to solicit its suffrages for a gentleman 
who makes preferential tariffs a prominent 
feature in his address.” 


I admit that this article has no 
authority ; I quote it only because it 


| appears to me to describe exactly, not 


to say cynically, the game—for I can 
call it nothing but a game —which is 
being played before our very eyes—a 
game which in the opinion of the writer 
is not being played so well as it might be, 
but as to the soundness and the honesty 
of which there does not appear to be 
in his mind the smallest doubt. According 
to this writer it does not matter whether 
a Unionist candidate is a supporter of 
the policy of the Government or of the 
policy of Mr. Chamberlain so long as he 
calls himself a Unionist and is pledged 
to a fiscal change of some kind or 
another. It is true that this advice was 
given in respect of candidates for vacant 
seats. But the spirit of the advice 
applies equally to the seats of sitting 
Unionist Members, and it is being 
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torily as the writer could wish-—but it is 
being applied to those constituencies. 
Greenwich, Croydon, and Middlesex, to 
take examples, are supposed to be 
constituencies 


which are favourably 
disposed towards Mr. Chamberlain’s 
policy. The sitting Members repre- 


senting those constituencies are willing 
to support the policy of the Government, 
but to go no further. Therefore, either 
they have been forced out, or they will 
have to fight for their seats. 


I do not ask the Government whether 
they endorse this advice. The Answer 
which they will give to the Resolutions 


which I move will supply in the best | 


fashion the Answer to that Question. 
Neither of the Resolutions controvert in 
any particular the policy of the Govern- 
ment. They controvert solely the 
policy of the Tariff Reform League, the 
policy which has been emphasised in the 
speeches which I have just quoted. The 
acceptance, or rejectioa, or the evasion 
of the definite prop*sitions which I have 
put tothe House will enable the House 
better to judge than any Answer can 
enable them to judge whether it is the 
intention of the Government to stand by 
their own supporters who cannot go 
beyond their own policy, or whether they 
are prepared to hand those supporters 
over to the tender mercies ot those 
who have spoken of them in the language 
which I have just read. 


Now, my Lords, I have only to say one 
or two words about the Amendments to 
my Motion which have been placed on 
the Paper. The House may have ob- 
served that since it was first placed on the 
Paper I have made a Ss‘ight alteration, 
not in the words or the purport of the 
Resolution, but of its arrangement. 
The original Resolution contained two 
propositions dealing with two different 
branches of the fiscal question. In its 
altered form those propositions are now 
separated. As it ismy desire in bringing 
forward these R«solutions to give to the 
Government and every Member of your 


making his position on the fiscal question 

clear, I think it may be for the con- 

venience of the House if these Resolu- 

tions could be put separately. But on 

this point I am in the hands of the 
The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
applied—though perhaps not so satisf:c- | 
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House, and I must be guided by 


the opinion of the authorities of 
the House. But I have already 
privately suggested, and I now publicly 
susgest, tomy noble friend Lord Minto, 
who has given notice of an Amend- 
ment, that his Amendment applies solely 
to what is now the Second Resolution 
on the Paper. H> objects to the Resolu- 
tion because in his op-nion it will restrict 
the freedom of the Colonial Conference. 
But that objection can only apply to 
the second Resolution; it cannot apply 
to the first Resolution, which deals only 
with the subject of general or penal 
tariffs. That is a purely domestic ques- 
tion f»r ourselves with which no Colonial 
Con'erence can possibly concern itself. 
Therefore, I suggest to my noble friend 
that he would make his position more 
clear if he were to consent to move his 
Amendment on the second Resolution. 
For reasons, some of which I have already 
endeavoured to explain, I am afraid I 
cannot accept his Amendment, even if it 
applied only to the second Resolution ; 
but if he should succeed in amending the 
second Resolution as he suggests, I should 
be grateful for small mercies, and T hope 
it may be possible for him, seeing that 
his Amendment applies solely to the 
second Resolution, to support the first 
Resolution as it stands on the Paper. 


But there is another Amendment in 
the name of my noble friend Lord Camper- 


|down; and I confess that I find some 


difficulty in understanding the object 
with which he has put down the Amend- 
ment, and still more difficulty in under- 
standing why, as I have seen it stated, 
the Government should intend to support 


‘it. If they take that course they will 


show themselves to be more obstructive 
even than the Government have shown 
themselves in the other House. It is 
true the previous Question was once 
moved by the Government to a Resolu- 
tion somewhat similar to the second of 
my Resolutions, and it was moved on the 
ground taken by my noble friend Lord 


Minto, that it would hamper the freedom 
Tordships’ House the opportunity of 


of the conference. But since the pre- 
Vious Question was moved to that Resolu- 


tion, on four different occasions the House 


of Commons has passed, I will not say 
without the protest of the Government, 


but without direct opposition or without 








Tariff 
the interposition of the previous Question, 
four Resolutions dealing with the fiscal 
question ; and I want to know why your 
Lordships’ House is not to be permitted 
as much as the other House of Parlia- 
ment to discuss, and not only to discuss, 
but to give its vote upon, the questions 
which have been raised before the country. 
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It is quite true that these Resolutions 
have not influenced in the slighte t de- 
gree the agitation which has been carried 
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| they are willing that it should be put 
| aside and superseded by one which 
is absolutely and essentially of a different 
| character. 


Reform. 





Moved to resolve, “(1). That this 
House disapproves of any proposal to 
| establish a General or Penal Tariff; 
| (2). That this House disapproves of any 
‘system of Colonial Preference based on 
the taxation of food.”—-(The Duke of 
| Devonshire.) 


on by Mr. Chamberlain and the Tariff | 


teform League. Ido not suppose that 
those Resolutions will have much influence 
upon the policy of the Government when 


they come to propose it. Butit does not 


follow that those Resolutions will be alto- 


gether without influence on the country, | 


or that the country will altogether dis- 
regard the fact thatin one of the Legislative 
Chambers in which they have have a 
large majority they hive either not dared 
or not thought it prudent to meet those 


Resolutions by a decided and distinct | 


negative. In your Lordships’ H use 
His Majesty Government have a still 
larger majority than in the other House, 
and it is supposed—I do not know with 
what truth—that the following of Mr. 
Chamberlain is larger in this House than 
in the other House of Parliament. 
be so, I shall be much surprised if 
the tariff reform Members of 
House will be disposed by voting for 


the previous Question to de-lare that it | 
is inopportune to express a judgment | 
on the policy which has been put for- | 
been | 


ward by their leader, which has 
discussed in the other House of Parlia- 
ment, which is being discussed in every 


part of the country, and, which in no | 
very distant time must be decided by | 
the country. As Isaid at the outset, these | 


Resolutions do not and are not intended to 
controvert the policy of the Government 
as defined by themselves. They are 
intended to, and I think they do, offer 
a distinct condemnation of the policy of 
the Tariff Reform League which Mr. 
Chamberlain in his last speeches seeks 
to fasten on the shoulders of the Govern- 
ment. 
the Government and to every Member 
of your Lordships’ House means which, 
I think, are simple and effective of 
asserting whether they are prepared to 


stand by the'r own policy, or whether | 


If that | 


this | 


They are intended to afford to | 


*Tue Eart or MINTO, who had 
| given notice to move as an Amendment 
| to the Duke of Devonshire’s Motion, 
‘To leave out all the words after ‘any’ 
and to insert ‘attempt to impose re- 
strictions upon the scope of the inquiry 
to be conducted by the next Colonial 
| Conference,’”’ said: My Lords, in rising 
| to reply to the speech of the noble Duke, 
' I can assure your Lordships that I do 
| so with the greatest respect for the past 
services he has rendered to the Empire 
and to the public life of this country ; and 
in what I have to say I should like to 
dissociate myself as far as possible from 
any Party feeling, for, in my humble 
opinion, in a discussion of this great Im- 
perial question we should all do well to 
divest ourselves of political bias or pre- 
judice. I would gladly believe that, what- 
ever our political inclinations may be, 
we are all of us united in the one wish 
to maintain the integrity of the Empire, 
and that if we differ, we differ only as 
to the best means of assuring its future. 


The noble Duke has drawn attention 
to certain changes which he has made 
/in the original form of his Resolution, 
changes of which he very kindly gave 
| me notice, and he has suggested that I 
should confine my remarks to the last 
clause dealing with the supply of food- 
stuffs from the Colonies. 


THe Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: I 
did not suggest that the noble Ear! should 
confine his remarks to any part of the 
Resolution. What I suggested was that 
he should alter the position of his Amend- 
| ment 


*Tue Eart or MINTO: The noble 
Duke suggested that I should alter the 
terms of my Amendment so as to meet 
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the second clause of his Resolution ; but 
the principle and the machinery em- 
bodied in both clauses—though I confess 
the first clause refers particularly to home 
taxation—seemed to me in some ways to 
be so akin to each other and so certain 
to overlap in the future, that I thought 
I was entitled to take the Resolution as 
a whole. I can assure your Lordships 
that I gave notice of my Amendment 
with no wish to enter into a tariff debate 
in your Lordships’ House, and I do not 
feel called upon to follow the noble Duke 
in the analysis of political Parties in 
this country, nor to dispel the fears 
which he apprehends from the result of 
future conferences, whilst I certainly need 
not, In any way, attempt to explain the 
future policy of the Prime Minister. 


Before going further I think it is 
due to your Lordships’ House to say 
that after I had given notice of my 
Amendment 1 became aware that my 
noble friend Lord Camperdown was 
anxious to move the previous Question, 
and although, in many ways, I personally 
would wish for a decided decision on the 
Amendment which I had ventured to 
place on the Paper, I cannot but feel 
that the Motion of my noble friend is, 
under present circumstances, best, and 
more suitable on broader grounds. I, 
therefore, shall not move the Amendment 
of which I have given notice. All the 
same, I feel called upon to explain to 
your Lordships the reasons which origin- 
ally induced me to give notice of it. 
As I have already stated, it was due 
to no wish to discuss or to analyse the 
most difficult question of tariffs, for 
I felt that there were far deeper Imperial 
questions involved in the noble Duke’s 
Resolution than any consideration of the 
advantages or disadvantages of tariff 
readjustment or of inter-Imperial trade. 


I felt, my Lords, that such a Resolution 
emanating from a statesman of such 
eminence, and going torth to the world 
with the weight of approval of your 
Lordships’ House, could only be accepted 
in one light by our kinsmen in the King’s 
possessions beyond the seas—namely, in 
the light of a cold rebuff to much cour- 
teously expressed and deep-seated colonial 
sentiment, and that it would fetter free 
discussion at some future conterence on 


points as to which the people of this’ 


The Earl of Minto, 


{LORDS} 
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country have as yet expressed no decided 
opinion, but as to which our fellow- 
countrymen in the King’s distant posses- 
sions have expressed themselves in no 
ambiguous voice. For they have told you 
that, in their opinion, these questions of 
tariff reform and inter-Imperial trade are 
vital to the future of the Empire, and that 
they believe them to contain, to a very 
large extent, the solution of those diffi- 
cult questions which surround their closer 
connection with the mother country. 
The effect of such a Resolution could 
not but be mischievous and _far- 
reaching, and I, personally, cannot 
see how, with the weight which it 
would derive if accepted by your Lord- 
ships’ House, it could fail to hamper, 
if it did not altogether prevent, free 
discussion at future Colonial Conferences, 


It would appear to me that the noble 
Duke, dissatisfied with the very clear 
Answer he recently received from my 
noble friend the Secretary of State tor 
Foreign Affairs as to the free discussion 
which His Majesty’s Government thought 
desirable at this conference, is now en- 
deavouring, by persuading your Lordships 
to sanction this Resolution, to cripple 
that discussion which His Majesty’s 
Government have just declared to be 
essential. 


The noble Duke appears to me scarcely 
to appreciate the importance of these 
Imperial family gatherings, these gather- 
ings between the motherland and _ her 
offspring States, which meet on terms 
of equality to discuss affairs of the 
Empire. The noble Duke forgets that 
parental autocracy disappears with the 
nursery—that it is the administration of 
babyhood—that these offspring States 
are now rising nationalities full of am- 
bitions and hopes and growing power ; 
and that though they are as devoted as 
ever to the land from which they sprang, 
they claim their right to speak freely 
at Imperial discussions; 


I may be accused of looking at the 
question from a colonial point of view 
alone. I should like to say that I am 
looking at it from an Imperial point of 
view. I should be sorry to feel that I 
was looking at i; from a point of view 
associated simply with the future career 
of Parties in this country 
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The noble Duke has formed his own { demonstration to the world of the value 


decision, actuated by, perhaps, an over- 
loyal affection for the system of tariff 
legislation which many of us who have 
wandered much beyond the precincts 
of these Isles think to be now out of 
date and unsuited to the requirements 
of our great Empire. 


the sentiments, and the requirements of | 


our kinsmen beyond the seas. 


That want of acquaintance is answerable 
for much. It is answerable for many in- 
correct statements, for many random 
assertions ; and I hope your Lordships 
will not think I am beside the mark in 


trying to give some illustration af the | 


feelings and the forces which exist on the 
other side of the Atlantic, and which, 


whatever people at home may think, | 


must greatly influence our policy in this 
country. 


I have endeavoured to the best of my 
ability to give illustrations elsewhere of 


what I consider to be the state of affairs | 


in our colonial possessions, but I hope, 


even at the risk of some repetition, your it mus 
| be remembered that these associations in 


Lordships will allow me to state them 


again here, for words spoken within these | é cou 
| very people whom individually you would 


historic walls are likely to carry much 
more weight throughout the country and 
throughout the Empire than what may 
be said in other places. 


We must recognise that Imperial 
statesmanship cannot now-a-days afford 
to be parochial. We cannot afford to 
bok at things from an insular point of 
view. We must remember that while 
there are great interests at home which 
we cannot afford to ignore, there are the 
interests of our kinsmen far away that 
we must not ignore either, and that if we 
wish to continue to build up the future 
of this great Empire we must be prepared 
to share in those interests. 


As your Lordships are aware, I had the 


ference for British goods. 


honour of representing our Sovereign for | 


some six years in the Dominion of Canada. 
The period of my appointment was an 
eventfulone. It was a period of immense 
development, the development of vast 
resources and increasing wealth; and 
in the midst of all this came a great war 
and a rush to arms of British subjects 
throughout the King’s ;dominions—a 





‘in embryo. 


of Imperial strength and Imperial unity. 
Following on this came the conference 
of 1902, that much debated conference, 
the results of which created a great effect 
in Canada, and then Mr. Chamberlain’s 


| pronouncements on inter-Imperial trade. 
Or the noble Duke | 


may, perhaps, have been influenced by | 


a want of acquaintance with the feelings, | te much deep feeling, to bring to 


All these factors combined to accen- 


light many ideas that had hitherto lain 
Men began, as the term now 
goes, to think Imperially, and to wonder 
whether all these great resources and all 
this wealth could be directed into British 
channels, or whether, without a leader, 
they were to be left to wander we know 
not whither. In Canada the idea of 
preferential trade, rightly or wrongly, was 
the idea which most fascinated the popu- 
lation, and which gave, in their opinion, 
the solution of the difficulties to which I 
have already alluded. It was, I think I 


|may say, unanimously accepted as that 


solution throughout Canada, for before I 
left the Dominion chambers of commerce, 
boards of trade, and manufacturers’ 
associations had unanimously passed 
resolutions in favour of it; and it must 


a highly protective country contain the 


not expect to encourage a further per- 
Their resolu- 
tions represented the general wish of 
the people of Canada. 


Besides that there were resolutions 


' unanimously passed by several of the pro- 


vincial Parliaments, whilst the Dominion 
Parliament did not take that course 
simply for the reason, as the leading 
statesmen of Canada have frequently 
declared, that tariff reform having be- 


}come a Party question in this country, 


they did not think it right to step into 
the political arena. 


I came home to find that many 
false conclusions had preceded me, 
conclusions based on very supe:ficial 
knowledge and obtained from very 
doubtful sources. 1 came home to 
find much ignorance, geographical ignor- 
ance, ignorance of Canada’s sea-ports. 
ignorance of the possibilities of Canadian 
transport and railways. I was told 
that there was no genuine wish in 
Canada for preferential trade, and that 
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no offer at all had been made on the part 
of the Colonies. 


I have already told you of the 
influences which had caused me to 
form a somewhat opposite opinion ; 
but now, if your Lordships will allow me, 
I will venture to give rather more de- 
tailed information, which [ think can- 
not fail to be of interest and of great 
value as putting forward the colonial 
position, I do so largely because state- 
ments which 1 myselt make are often 


taken as merely personal assertions of | 


no great value and are disregarded and 
forgotten, whilst the information which 
I should like to place before your Lord- 
ships is official and reliable, both as re- 
gards the figures and the source from 
which it is derived. 


There seems to be in this country very 
little idea of the enormous resources of 
the North-West of Canada,’and as that 
part of the Dominion is the great food- 
producing part of the Empire and 
likely to be very much more so in the 
future, I think it is only right that I 
should place before your Lordships its 
capabilities, which I think for Imperial 
reasons ought to be known. Professor 
Saunders, the Director of Experimen al 
Farms in the Dominion, says that— 

** He reckons that in Manitoba and the three 
provisional territories, Assiniboia, Saskat- 
chewan, and Alberta, there are 171,000,000 
acres suitable for cultivation; stiJ] further, 
that in the Athabasca and McKenzie districis 
there are respectively 155,000,000 and 
340,000,000 acres of land which have not yet 


been fully reported on agriculturally, but where | 


considerable quantities of wheat have already 
been grown. Of the 171,000,000 acres of agri- 
cultura] land referred to, only about 4 per 
cent. has yet been brought under crop; but 
supposing that a quarter of this 171,000,000 
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the last ten years was 21°52 bushels per acre 
and spring wheat 16°64, and for the saire pericd 
in Manitoba, where only spring wheat is grown, 
a little over 20 bushels per acre. The fairest 
way to make a comparison between the wheat- 
growing capabilities of the Western States of 
America and the Canadian North-West is to 
take the average yield for ten years of the 
States bordering on Manitoba, viz. :—Min- 
nesota, 14:33; North Dakota, 12°87; Scuth 
Dakota, 10°67—as against 20 bushels per acre 
in Manitoba. The following is, I think, very 
impressive—the total wheat crop of the United 
States for 1903 was 637,821,835 buskels, 
and was grown on less than 50,000,000 acres, 
The wheat-growing lands of the United States 
are not what they were, aid a comparison be- 
| tween the above 50,000,000 acres and the enor- 
mous acreage I have quoted to you as the wheat- 
growing area in the Canadian North-West elone 
|is very striking. The total imports of wheat 
| and flour into Great Britain in 1902 were equi- 
| valent in all to about 200,000,000 bushels of 
| wheat? Were one-fourth of the land said to 
| be suitable for cultivation in Manitoba and the 
| three provisional territories under crop with 
| Wheat annually, and the average production 
| equal to that of Manitoba for the past ten 
years, the total crop would be over 812,000,000 
i. This would be ample to supply the 
| home demand for 30,000,000 of inhabitants 
| (supposing the population of Canada should by 
| that time reach that figure) and meet the present 
| requirements of Great Britain three times over. 
| This estimate deals only with a portion of the 
| West, and it leaves the large Eastern provinces 
| out of consideration altogether. From this it 
| would seem to be quite possible that Canada 
| may be ina position, within a comparatively 
| few years, after supplying all home demands, 
| to furnish Great Britain with all the wheat and 
flour she requires and leave a surplus for export 
to other countries. With a rural population 
on the Western plains in 1902 of about 400,000, 
| over 67,000,000 bushels of wheat were produced, 
| Add to this the wheat grown in Ontario and 
|the other Eastern provinces and we already 
| have a total of over 93,000,000 bushels. These 
| figures are full of promise for the future of 
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| Canada as a great wheat-exporting country.” 


| 


| I should like also to read another ex- 
| tract. 


In this case it is taken from the 


acres was under wheat crop annually, and | Campaign Text-book of the Democratic 


taking the average production per acre of 
Manitoba for the last ten years, Professor 
Saunders estimates that the total wheat crop 
would be 856,000,000 bushels annually, which 
would place Canada in the position of being 
much the largest wheat-producing country in 
the world. And these figures deal only with 
a portion of the West and take no account 
of the wheat-growing areas in the Eastern pro- 
vinces. It is also interesting to note in the 
same report the difference between the average 
present wheat yield per acre of the United 
States and Canada. ‘lhe average yield of the 
United States for the preceding ten years was 
13°53 bushels per acre, whilst in Ontario and 
Manitoba, which are the only provinces from 
which Professor Saunders found available 
statistics, the average winter wheat crop for 
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| Party of the United States. 


| . . . . mit 
“Regarding reciprocity with Canada, This 


| great country on our Northern border, one of 
| the largest and finest on the globe, has a land 
area slightly larger than that of the United 
States, and perhaps little inferior to it in the 
vast variety and value of its resources, It is 
surrounded and indented by seas that teem— 
to a degree beyond all others anywhere—with 
the wealth of ocean, and they, in con- 
[junction with its mighty system of interial 
| transportation, afford a splendid bas’s tor 
maritime and commercial enterprise. Its poru- 
lation, now rapidly increasing, is practicaily 
identical in origin, customs, religion, inst-tu- 
tions, and Customs requirements with our own. 
Only a political boundary, an imaginary barrier, 
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separates this Imperial domain, this land of 
inestimable promise from us and others . 
From a decrease of 60 per cent. from 1873 to 
1897 the preference tariff has aided Britis’ 
merchants and manufacturers to sell more 
than 100 per cent. more goods in Canada in 
1904 than they sold in 1897, In the three 
years ending in 1903, the sum of 8,464,596 
dollars in duties has been saved to British 
sellers by the operation of preference. Says 
Mr. George Johnston, the able chief statis- 
tician of the Dominion: * The conclusion I fee! 
warranted in drawing from these figures is 
that the preferential tariff has saved a business 
which, before the adoption of that tariff, was 
rapidly dwindling, and has, in fact, so greatly 
increased it that there is a reasonably sure 
prospect that the palmiest period of the trade 
in the past thirty vears will be over-shadowed 
in the near future.’ Increases like this were 
made, of course, chiefly at the expense of the 
United States... ..Great Britain has not 
been unmindful of the change in Canadian 
sentiment with respect to the United States, 
and the so-called Chamberlain plan as_ pro- 
mulgated in February, 1903, has entered as 
another element threatening closer relations 
between the United States and the Dominion. 
.... This plan proposes in a nutshell the 
restriction of the greatest market in the world, 
the British Empire, to the countries composing 
that Empire, to the exclusion primarily of the 
United States and of all other countries, except 
upon such terms as might be secured through 
the breaking down of tariffs. It implies that 
Great Britain has reached the limit of patience 
in permitting a free market for the wares of high 
protectionist countries, and is determined to 
do a little trade for herself along lines suggested 
by her rivals, Should this policy of Mr, Cham- 
berlain’s succeed—and it is the general opinion 
both here and in England that notwithstanding 
temporary set-backs eventually it will—its 
importance to the United States cannot be 
overestimated,” 


Tariff 
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That, my Lords, is American opinion, 
which was largely circulated at the 
time of the last Presidential election, 
and, though issuing from the Democratic 
Party, anyone who followed the American 
Press at the time could very easily 
detect that the Republicans were quite 
ready to take a leaf out of the Demo- 
cratic note-book. 


I now come to the Resolution at the 
‘onference. That Resolution is so well- 
known to your Lordships that I think 
it unnecessary for me to read it. 
is denied over here that any direct offer 
was ever made on the part of the 
Dominion to this country, and I can 
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| overlooked in this country,—the rider 
added by the Canadian representatives 
to the Resolution, to the effect that— 


“The Canadian representatives are prepared 
to recommend to their Parliament preferential 
treatment of British goods on the following 
lines—viz., the existing preference of 331 per 
cent., and an additional preference on lists 
f selected articles—(a) by further reducing 
the duties in favour of the United Kingdom ; 
b) by raising the duties against foreign imports ; 
c) by imposing duties on certain foreign im- 
ports now on the free list.” 


I should have thought that if that 
Was not an offer it was something very 
nearly approaching one. The question 
is so very important that,at the risk of 
wearying your Lordships, I am anxious 
to place the Canadian view distinctly 
before you, and I would venture to read 
an extract from Mr. Fielding’s Budget 
speech of June 7th this year. Mr. 
Fielding said— 

“We have found ourselves in this position 
in regard to the question, that the matter has 
now become one of Party controversy in the 
mother country. It is not so with us in Canada, 
We may differ in detail, but I think I am justi- 
tied in saying—and I think hon, Gentlemen 
opposite will not find fault with me in saying 
—that practically the two great political Parties 
in Canada are a unit to-day in favour of the 
principle of preferential trade. Though they 


| may differ as to particular items of detail, 


or as to the best method of bringing it about, 
there is practically no difference in Canada, 
A question of that character, which has an 
Imperial side to it, and a question which enlists 
the warm and enthusiastic support of a man 
of such ability and force as Mr. Caamberlain, 
is certainly not going to remain a dead letter, 
although in the early future we cannot expect 
any great results from the movement. What 
should be our own action in the matter? We 
may be influenced in our own preferential 
policy by what may occur in the mother country 
in the hereafter. We should retain a free hand 
in that respect. But, for the present, we think 


|it is wise policy to adhere to the preferential 
| system, in the hope that it may be adopted 


more generally throughout the Empire, and 


| that by-and-by a better understanding may be 


| action in endorsing that principle, 


It | 


only say that to my mind the offer | 
| exception taken to the position assumed by the 
| Government at the conference on the question 


appeared very distinct. If it is thought 

best to term it an overture rather than 

an offer, I am quite ready to accept the 

change. But there is one point always 
VOL. CL. [FouxrrH SErtgs.] 


come to in the mother country, and that it will 
be adopted there as well. It has been some- 
times said that Canada should take some further 
I do not 
think we are called upon to take any step beyond 
that which we have already taken, The atti- 
tude of Canada has been clearly laid down at 
the Colonial Conference, and while every phase 
of the Goverament policy has been discussed 
in this House, there has been practically no 


of preferential trade. Now that the matter 
has become one of Party controversy in Eagland 
we naturally hesitate to take an active part in 
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it. We are free to say what we think is best 
for Canada, we are even free to say that we 
think this system of preference is capable of 
doing good to the Empire. But when we know 
the matter has become one of Party strife in 
Great Britain, I think it would be unseemly on 
cur part if we were to attempt to throw our- 
selves between the two political Parties over 
there and take any active part in the move- 
ment. We must be content with stating our 
position as it has been stated in the past. We, 
on this side of the House, accept the principle 
of preferextial tride. We believe that, while 
differing in some details, hon, Gentlemen oppo- 
site will not differ from us on the principle, and 
therefore we say to the English people that 
Canada is practically a unit in support of the 
principle of preferential trade. We must be 
content to leave the matter at that for the 
present.”” 


Following on that speech came the 
general election in Canada. In that 


election there was not very much notice 
taken of preferential trade policy; but 
when the question of inter-linperial 
trade was alluded to by Sir Wilirid 
Laurier he expressed his opinion so 
clearly that again I cannot resist reading 
an extract to your Lordships. Speaking 
at the Manufacturers’ Banquet at Mon- 
treal last September, Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
said— 

* Differences in civilisation and climate make 
it impossible that you can have the same tariff 
for Canada as India, the same for India as 
Australia, and the same for Australia as South 
Africa. But what is possible, I believe, is that 
we can have between the motherland and the 
Colonies treaties of commerce, if I may so 
speak, and the expression is not too strong 
or extravagant, whereby we can sit down and, 
by mutual concessions, by giving and granting 
to one side and the other, develop the trade 
between Great Britain and the Colonies to the 
mutual advantage of all... . We cannot 
have the same tariff for Canada and Great 
Britain, I will not say what they should have 
in Great Britain, that is their own look-out ; 
but when they have chosen their policy, and 
we have chosen our policy, it shall always 
he possible to sit down and come to some 
conclusion by giving and granting where we 
can still further extend and strengthen the 
ielations which exist between us,” 


And at Sorel in the same month Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier said — 

* Are you going to continue that policy ¢ On 
that point the answer is easy. It has been 
before the country for two years. Both for 
this country and for the whole Empire. It 
was not given in Ottawa nor on Canadian soil, 
bat in the heart of the Empire at London at 
the Colonial Conference, when I declared to the 
Empire that I and my colleagues of the Govern- 
iment were ready to make a trade treaty. 
We are ready to discuss with you articles 
on which we can give you a preference and 
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articles on which you can give us a preference. 
We are ready to make with you a treaty of 
trade. Mark those words coming from a 
colony to the mother country without offence 
being taken. What stronger proof could you 
want of the immense development we have 
made in our legislative independence when we 
say to the British Government we are ready 
to negotiate with them.” 

My Lords, that is my case. It is the 


case for the Colon‘es. 


I do not think, as I said at the com- 
mencement of my speech, that we 
can afford to consider these great 
Imperial questions without a full ac- 
quaintance with the sentiment of our 
kinsmen on the other side of the water, 
and I maintain that the evidence which I 
have put before you embodies a mass of 
British sentiment, colonial feeling, and 
hard-headed business and official opinion 
which it is impossible to disregard. I 
turn to the Resolution moved by the 
noble Duke, and I say distinctly that the 
terms of that Resolution are framed in 
opposition to all the evidence I have 
plazed before the House. I say it is an 
attempt to induce your Lordships to 
record an opinion on matters which in an 
Imperial sense are still sub judice, and | 
say that it is calculated to destroy that 
free discussion of Imperial subjects at 
Colonial Conferences which the people 
of the Empire have a right to expect. 
One hundred and thirty years aga we had 
a lesson as to what a want oi sympathy 
might cost us. I hope we have taken 
the lesson to heart. I beg to thank 
your Lordships for your kindness in 
listening to me so long. 


THe Ear, or CAMPERDOWN, who 
had given notice, on the Motion by the 
Duke of Devonshire being proposed, to 
move “the previous Question,” seid: 
My Lords, the noble Duke at the com- 
mencement of his speech said that he had 
only one or two ()uestions to ask the 
Government, and that the main part of 
his speech would be directed to the 
Resolution which he was asking the 
House to adopt. As his speech went on 
he departed from that course, because by 
far the larger part of his speech was 
addressed to the relative position of Mr. 
Balfour and Mr. Chamberlain, and to 
other matters which were connected 
with the Government. He asked the 
Government several Questions which he 
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told them he would give them an oppor- 
tunity of answering. With the earlier 
part of the noble Duke’s speech I do not 
propose to deal, but I wish to address 
myself to the latter part, in the course of 
which he said he saw that I had put 
down a Motion for the previous Question, 


and he did not understand the reasons | 
I will endeavour to | 
the regulations and with the rights of 


why I had done so. 
explain in as few words and as clearly 


as I can the reasons which led me to | 


take that course; but before doing so I 


cannot avoid saying that I greatly regret | 


not to be able in this matter to agree 
altogether with the noble Duke. No 
one in this House is more sensible of, and 
j think no one is less likely to forget, 
the services which he has rendered at 
times of great stress and difficulty to this 
country, and, therefore, when I say 
that on this occasion I differ from him, 
! am sure he will understand that I mean 
exactly what [ say. 


Now, my Lords, what is the Resolution 
which the noble Duke has moved? He 
as alluded to certain speeches of Mr. 
Chamberlain which were delivered in 
the country. I think he correctly stated 
Mr. Chamberlain’s position, and he asked 
this House to express disapproval of that 
position. I venture to submit to the 
House that it is very difficult indeed—so 
far as I know it is not possible—to find 
a precedent for such a course. If there 
is one rule in this House which is well 
known it is that a private Member has 


10 right to address a Question to, or | 


demand an opinion from, other Members 
of this House. It is, of course, in the 
right of any Member to bring in a Bill 
and ask the House to approve or disap- 
prove of it. It is, of course, perfectly 
within the right of any Member to ask 
His Majesty’s Government a Question, | 
hut to put forward a Resolution which 
does not refer to matters which have 
taken place in this House, which refers 
to no Bill which is before this House, 
which refers to nothing which is before 
Parliament—well, all I can say is that, 
so far as I know, there is no precedent | 
for such a course. 


I venture to say, moreover, that such 
a course is by no means convenient. 
Let us for a moment suppose the pro- 
ceedings reversed. Suppose it were the | 


| 
| 
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noble Lord, Viscount Ridley, who, I 
believe, is chairman of the Tariff Reform 
League, who had asked this House to 
express its approval of the proceedings 
or the position of Mr. Chamberlain. I, 
for one, should have taken exactly the 





/speeches in the country. 


| those who agree with him. 


in the nature of retaliation. 
| gone even so far as to argue against 


'so simple as they think. 


same course with regard to that Motion 
as I am now taking in regard to this one. 
I think it is entirely inconsistent with 


this House, and I venture to submit that 
if your Lordships were to accept this 
Resolution you would be not merely 
accepting it but doing a great deal more. 
Mr. Chamberlain is not the only person 


'who has spoken in the country on this 


matter. The noble Duke and_ those 
who agree with him have also delivered 
They have 
formed views which I will call the views 
of the free-importing school. They have 
stated opinions which are quite as extreme 


|in their direction as Mr. Chamberlain’s 


have been in his. Those speeches are 
before the country, as are Mr. Cham- 
berlain’s, and it is for the country to deal 
with them; but when the noble Duke 
proposes in this House that we should 
disapprove of Mr. Chamberlain’s proceed- 
ings, I venture to think that if this 
House were to agree with him, the country, 
which is not apt to draw fine conclusions, 
would say that by disapproving of Mr. 
Chamberlain, you had approved of the 
noble Duke. 


A great many questions have been 
dealt with by the noble Duke and by 
They have 
argued very strongly against anything 
They have 


any interference with bounties. I do not 
wish to enter into those questions now, 
because they are not the matter before 


'the House, but what I do wish to say is 


that this fiscal question is not altogether 
There is no 
reason, so far as I can see, why either 
the free-traders, so-called, or the tariff 
reformers should assume that their 
position,and their position alone,is possible 


_and that it is perfectly simple to be 


understood. I believe there are a great 
many people in this country, of whom 
I confess I am one, who feel a great deal 
of difficulty with regard to this question, 
and who at different times and under 
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different conditions would vote 
ently on the same matter. 
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I am not alone, and those who agree 
with me are not alone, in that matter. 
I could give your Lordships an illustra- 
tion. Take the case of the sugar bounties. 
Those bounties have been denounced. 
The Convention which abolished those 
bounties has been denounced all over 
the country as having been the cause of 
the rise in the price of sugar which took 
place last autumn and last winter. 
What has happened now? The price 
of sugar has fallen and is falling every 
day. Those who were unable to believe 
that the Convention was the sole cause, 
or even the chief cause, of the rise in 
price are surely not wholly without 
reason when they observe that although 
this Convention still exists yet the price 
of sugar is falling. Is that a question on 
which every Member of this House is pre- 
pared to vote “ Ave ” or ‘‘ No,” or express 
a positive opinion? There are many 
others who have differed at various times 
on questions of this sort. I will quote 
a rather celebrated occasion, Viscount 
Goschen, when he was Chanctllor of the 
Exchequer in 1890, reduced the duty on 
currants ; and this is what he said— 

“i propose to reduce the duty on currants 
from 7s, a cwt. to 2s, The Committee will ask 
why I have selected currants while the tax o: 
raisins remains as before, Currants come chietly 
from Greece, and Greece attributes such an im- 
mense importance to this reduction that she I 
prepared in return to make a substantial offer 
of reduction on British manufactured goods, . . 
These reductions will relieve the British trade: 
of duties which are calculated at from £50,00¢ 
to £60,000 a year, Currants have been specially 
selected this year. I should be extremely glaci 
if the countries exporting raisins, such as Spain 
and Turkey, could see their way to meet us in a 
similar manner on a future occasion,” 

I merely give that illustration te show 
how one person may entertain different 
views at different times, and regard 
these duties and what I may call the re- 
taliatory principle from different points 
of view. I think I have made quite 
clear to your Lordships the grounds on 
which I propose to move the previous 
Question. I think the noble Duke’s 
Motion is contrary, in the first place, 
to the practice and rules of this House. 
There is no Bill before the House ; there 
is nothing before Parliament ; there is 
nothing to which Parliament can appeal ; 
and it seems to me that iff your Lord- 


The Eurl of Camperdown. 
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ships were at this moment to declare a 
positive opinion with regard to this 
matter, you would be entering a judg- 
ment on the fiscal question without having 
heard all that is to be said with regard to 
it. The noble Duke said in the last 
words of his speech that by his Resolu- 
tion he would enable the Government 
to show that they adhered to their own 
opinion, and not to that of Mr. Chamber- 
lain. I can only say, having read the 
Resolution very carefully, that I cannot 
conceive that there is anything of that 
kind in it. It appears to me it would be 
far more natural, if your Lordships were 
to pass this Resolution, that the country 
should say that you had not only dis- 
approved of Mr. Chamberlain’s position 
but had also approved of the position 
which is taken up by the noble Duke 
and by those who agree with him. 


Amendment moved— 


«That the previous Question be put, whether 
the said Question shall be now put.” —(The Fur! 
of Camperdown.) 


*LorpD ROBERTSON: My Lords, vow 
Lordships have heard the line which 
is to be taken by the champions 
of His Majesty's Government, and | 
venture to think there will be a sense 
of profound disappointment in all parts 
of the House. Unquestionably we have 


arrived at a very grave crisis in the 
history of this country. One of the 


most prominent men cf the time has 
directly identified Ministers with his 
own proposals. He has challenged thei 
disclaimer of those proposals, and whet 
is it now proposed that we should do ‘ 
That we should agree to a Motion that 
the question be not entertained by the 
House of Lords at all. Why, my Lords, 
the pesition of my noble friend opposite 
seems to be this. He will pile up and 
accumulate all sorts of technical objec- 
tions; but the one thing he will not do 
is, he will not face the broad issue raised 
by the noble Duke. We are told that 
it is most unusual and unpardonable 
that the House should be invited to 
consider utterances of a private Member 
of Parliament, and that the next thing 
will be that the opinicns of my ncble 
friend the Duke cf Devonshire will be 
pilloried and challenged for discussion 
in the House of Lords. They may be, 
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if and when the noble Duke announces | heard any other response. The proceed- 


that he is standing shoulder to shoulder 
with the Government; then, and not 
till then, will there be a parallel between 
the case which the noble Earl has figured 


and the case with which we have to deal | 
| 


to-night. 
I have said that this is a grave crisis 


ings at the Albert Hall acquire an addi- 
tional significance. Here is Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s message fr my noble friend Lord 
Minto— 


“It is no use for a man to come down to the 


| country and profess to be an advocate for 
| preference with our Colonies, to put forward 


in the history of the country, and [ will | 


state in a word why. For two years 
vague opinions have been floating about, 


and they have been industriously cir- | 


culated in favour of some form of pro- 
tection. These suggestions have been 


met by His Majesty’s Ministers up to | 


the present time with various Answers, 
but what is common to each and every 
Answer is this: a disclaimer of a general 
system of protection. That is the uni- 
versal characteristic of all the speeches 
of Ministers. One has said, ‘‘ Let us try 
retaliation and negotiation. What is 
the harm of that?’ Another has said, 
“Would it not be well, at all events, 
to encourage the Colonies by having 
some form of colonial preference?” 
But each person who has said that has 
‘coupled with it a denial of the pro- 
posal to establish a system of pro- 
ection. Now what has happened in 
Mr. Chamberlain’s speech is this: that 

full-blown system of protection is 
offered t) the country, and, what is 
more, every one is ruled out of alliance 
vith Mr. Chamberlain unless he 
in for what has been called “the Bill, 
the whole Bill, and nothing but the Bill.” 
That, my Lords, is stated in the most 
xplicit terms, and Mr. Chamberlain in 
his speech uttered words of defiance 
which I beg my noble friends on this 
side of the House to take to themselves. 
He has said in words— 


goes 


‘Let no one join with us who does not agree 
with the Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing but 
the Bill.” 

I want to ask noble Lords on this 
side of the House who lined Mr. 
Chamberlain’s platform the other night 
whether they are for the Bill, the whole 
Bill, and nothing but the Bill. 


Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: Yes. 
*Lorp ROBERTSON: Of course, 


my noble friend Lord Blythswood is an 


{shoulder to shoulder with him. 


| statement. I do 


the importance of unity with our Empire, and 
at the same time to beast that he is unwilling 
to pay the price.” 


And the price, observe, is the Bill, the 
whole Bill, and nothing but the Bill. 
That is a challenge to the Ministry, and 
I want to put this explicitly and directly 
to the Leader of the House. Is it true 
that you are going to stand shoulder to 
shoulder with Mr. Chamberlain? If so, 
[ really think the time has come to say 
it. It is not fair to Mr. Chamberlain 
and, as Lam going to show presently, it is 


not fair to the Conservative Party, 
that an attitude should be adopted 
of indisposition to answer Ques- 


tions which are vital to the prosperity 
of the country. If my noble friends on 
the Treasury Bench, however, are not 
going to stand shoulder to shoulder for 
the Bill, the whole Bill, and notiing but 
the Bill, then I hope they will remember 
that the shafts of satire that were aimed at 
the people who would not pay the price, 
but wanted to stand in with the venture, 
are directed at them. I should like to 
know whether the noble Lords who were 
on the p atform the other nigat intended 
the cheers that greeted this sarcasm 
about half-hearted supporters to apply 
to their own leadets. 


In a matter of this kind you cannot 
have it both ways. Either you are 
entitled to the honour and credit of 
standing shoulder to shoulder with Mr. 
Chamberlain, or you ought to break off 
frankly and say you are not going to do 
so, and disclaim these predictions. It is 
quite true that Ministerial utterances 
have been somewhat vague; but at the 
same time I certainly give the Ministry 
credit for the fact that on no one occasion 
in public has there been the slightest 
justification shown for Mr. Chamberlain’s 
prediction that they were going to stand 
I do 
not know what warrant he had for this 
not know what has 


out-and-out protectionist, but I have not | passed between him and Ministers, but 
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as a loyal member of the Tory Party 
I have a right to know whether there 
is anything more than what has appeared 
publicly. I have a right to know whether 
the Party is or is not to be ruined by being 
identified with a general and penal tariff. 

My noble friend Lord Minto, addressing 
himself, of course, from the Colonial 
point of view, has uttered a great 
many very admirable sentiments which 


are extremely popular, and never 
fail to elicit cheers, but I cannot 
help saying that not merely does 


he fall within the bann of the message 
which I have delivered to him from Mr. 
Chamberlain, but he also incurs the 
responsibility of identifying patriot‘c 
sentiments, which all of us share, with a 
fiscal scheme which most of us regard 
as quackery; and should that fiscal 
scheme come to grief, as it will come 
to grief sooner or later, are you not 
imperilling those noble sentiments of 
alliance and kinship which the noble 
Earl has given expression to? We 
are told also—it is expressed in the 
noble Lord’s now abandoned Amendment 
—that we ought not to discuss this ques- 
tion, but leave it intact and unimpaired 
for the consideration of Colonial Con- 
ferences. But it has already been said by 
the noble Duke, with great force, that 
unless you go into a Colonial Conference 
with definite ideas as to your own in- 
terests, you are leading both the Colonies 
and your own fellow-subjects at home 
ito a mire and a morass. 


You have no right to go into a Colonial 
Conference without having your mind 
made up as to the extent of your mandate, 
and the suggestion that we should have 
a Colonial Conference which should treat 
at large of questions of this kind—such 
a question as whether we are going to 
have a general penal tarifi—seems to me 
to be the wildest piece of madness that 
ever was ¢Mtered into by statesmen. 
But I want to ask another Question. I 
have great respect for the Colonial Con- 
ference, but I have also some respect for 
the British Parliament, and I want to 
know why everybody, why all men in 
both hemispheres, should have a right 
to meddle with this subject of British 
trade, and should be invited to meddle 
with it, and the British Parliament alone 
b+ barred from touching it. That is the 


Lord Robertson. 


{LORDS} 
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position which the Government are ask- 
ing us to take up to-night by this Amend- 
ment. It is that we are to hand over 
to A, B, and ©, to the end of 
the alphabet. this question of vital 
interests of British trade, and all the 
while muzzle both the House of Lurds 
and the House of Commons. I do not 
know to what propitious accident we 
owe even the presence of His Majesty’s 
Ministers on that bench to-night. Ac- 
cording to the recently-established con- 
stitutional practice the custom is that 
Ministers go out and never reappear 
during a discussion on tariffs. It has 
come to this, that they have allowed the 
House of Commons, elected under their 
auspices and kept going at their express 
desire, to pass a Resolution expressly 
and in terms condemning the avowed 
policy of the Prime Minister. 


I must own that to me—and I boldly 
say I am a loyal and devoted supporter 
of the leaders of the Unionist Party— 
it is a little hard to find out how that 
tenure of office is justified in the eyes 
of men of honour. Has it not come 
perilously near to propter vitam vivend: 
perdere causas ? Is it not the case that 
the relegation of the House of Commons 
—{ am happy to say not of the House 
of Lords—to a position of political 
obscurantism is rather an ominous begin- 
ning, especially when we are nearing the 
end of a Parliament. I myself have no 
doubt whatever that the present occasion 
is merely a call to the Conservative Party 
to purge itself of these heresies and to go 
to the country on broader and far 
sounder issues. 





I have said that trade was in- 
volved; but there are more things 
than trade involved in these proposals. 
I regard the danger of a general tariff 
as a danger which affects the soundness 
of politics and the stability of the in- 
stitutions of the country. And I will 
tell you why. No one who knows this 
country of late years, no one who knows 
London, can doubt that there is a vast 
amount of irresponsible and speculative 
wealth ambitious to interest itself in 
our politics. Thet is certainly one of the 
features, and, ! think, equally certainly 
one of tke dangers, of the times. Men 
who heve acquired wealth in thsse ways 
are to a large*extent ousting from the 
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House of Commons men of moderate 
means who cannot afford to be their 
rivals in the competition for seats ; and 
if you set up a general tariff we all know 
what it will mean. It will mean not 
merely that the speculators will flock 
into Parliament, but that Parliament 
will be the proper place for them. 


55 


But, my Lords, behind thet danger 
there is another, about which I feel very 
strongly, and I do hope my noble friends 
around me will feel strongly upon it also. 
If you have, what I will for shortness 
call a gambling Parliament, you will 
find—if vou have not got them already 
—unscrupulous people who are very 
ready to lead the dance, and then the 
institutions of the country will be merely 
assets realisable at some stage of the game 
to buy off people who make claims 
on the general tariff. Then the Church, 
then the House of Lords will be merely 
looked at as things which you may 
deal with to-day or to-morrow or not 
at all, but which no scruple will with- 
hold you from dealing with when occa- 
sion requires. I have heard it said 
that these are merely developments of 
modern society, about which it is idle 
to repine, and which it is impossible to 
resist ; but I do hold that the overt and 
active introduction of this ruinous system 
of corruption is one which ought never to 
be taken in hand by the gentlemen of 
England. That kind of work may be 
very suitable for other people, but it is 
not suitable for the Tory Party. I need 
hardly say that I do not refer to the 
Party opposite, and I would merely 
suggest that, in some of the byways 
of politics, you may possibly discover 
some one more likely to enter upon these 
dangers. 

Now, my Lords, I have one or two 
words, strong and, I hope, direct, to ad- 
dress to my leaders. In English history 
there has only been one justification 
recognised as constitutionally lawful for 
rebellion, and that is the abdication of 
the Sovereign; and I want to ask 
whether, in the case of the present 
Prime Minister, the Party is not perilously 
near that crisis. 
» theory of Party loyalty by which we 
should be bound to Mr. Balfour and 
his assigns. It is a personal tie, a tie of 
honourable obligation; but it is not 
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‘transmissible to any third party or 
| nominee, and I, for one, decline altogether, 
/on a vital question of this kind, to 
look elsewhere than to the Prime Minister 
for a declaration of policy. It seems 
to me, further, that never was there 
an opportunity more admirably adapted 
than the present for the reinstatement 
of the Conservative leaders and of the 
Party in the eyes of the country. If 
you are not now going to make it clear 
that you are not the tools of Mr. Chamber- 
lain, when are you ever going to do 
so? The ruin of the Party is com- 
plete unless we have now an explicit 
declaration from the Front Bench. 


I have the most unbounded respect 
and admiration for the Leader of this 
House, and, although mv noble friend 
is a Liberal Unionist, and I myself am a 
Tory, I venture to claim him as one of 
those at whose feet I lay my appeal. 
Is my noble friend content that his 
great fame as a successful and trusted 
Foreign Minister should be blurred and 
vitiated by this ignoble alliance? But 
I will turn to the Prime Minister himsel}. 
I remember that twenty vears ago, I 
followed a leader in the House of 
Commons whose name was also Arthur 
Balfour, but the Arthur Balfour whom I 
followed, and whom I remember with 
enthusiastic admiration even after that 
lapse of time, was a leader whose yea 
was yea and whose nay was nay. We 
were then never offered the remainder 
biscuit of obscure passages in speeches 
which might read one way or the other 
at the pleasure and taste of the reader. 
We had the most frank utterances. 
Our leader was in the centre of every 
battle, and we followed him. What 
was the result ? He cowed sedition in 
Ireland. He raised the Conservative 
Party to such a pitch of popularity in 
the country as it had never seen before 


since the days of Mr. Disraeli. That is 
the leader whom I desire, and if I 
could see him once again I would 


rejoice and be glad. In those days 
no bleak shadow of an interloper fell 
between him and his followers. 


What do we see now as the result of 
these transcendent talents applied in the 
| present day in the House of Commons ? 
_ Well, I am bound to say we see a succes- 
| sion of the most marvellous clevernesses. 
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We see every rock cleared, every eddy | 
carefully steered out of; but the pilot | 
seems to have no notion whatever of the | 
ultimate destination of the ship. For | 
the Conservative Party to feed itself upon | 
successes of that kind, and at the same | 
time to be claimed by Mr. Chamberlain 
as his adherents, the insult to it being 
offered publicly, is enough to turn the 
hair grey of any one who has seen the 
triumphs of the Tory Party. We have 
seen the leaders of the Party allow Mr. 
Chamberlain to capture the Party organi- 
sation, and to equip constituencies with 
candidates like the gentleman who was 
sent down to Wales some time ago as a 
Conservative candidate, and who was 
going to vote for disestablishment and 
Home Rule. Where are your Conserva- 
tive principles to be if all this is allowed 
to go on, and a free hand given to those 
disastrous conditions which a reign of 
corruption would form under a general 
tariff / 


I have spoken strongly, but I hope not 
too strongly. My noble friends on this 
side grievously err it they think that this 
general tariff which is now offered to them 
has any of the signs of modern Toryism 
upon it. Mr. Disraeli would have re-— 
garded with horror a proposal to subject 
the Party, not to the old honourable corn 
laws, but to this ignoble general tariff. 
I would remind my noble friends also 
that this proposal of a general tariff is 
vaunted by its author as having been 
offered to the Party opposite. We were 
told at the Albert Hall that this was not 
a Party question at all, and that he had 
offered it to everybody, but it was merely 
because the other side would not have 
it that he now came and offered it to 
vou. I hope the Tory Party have pride 
enough, at all events, to refuse to live 
on the leavings of the Party opposite. 
I hope, in a word, that the result of this 
great and striking lesson may be that 
our leaders will once more come forward 
and lead the Party in the paths of honour ; 
that we shall see an end to this reign of | 
quackery, and the inauguration of a reign | 
of reason and honour. 


UNDER-SECRETARY or 


THE 


STATE For THE COLONIES (The Duke | 

of MarRLBorovuGH) : My Lords, the noble 

and learned Lord who has just sat down | 

has expressed a considerable amount | 
Lord Robertson. 


{LORDS} 
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of apprehension whether Mr. Balfour 
is still Prime Minister, and he has in the 
course of his remarks pointed to the 
various speeches which Mr. Chamberlain 


| has made—speeches which he finds ia 


strong conflict with the speeches of the 
Prime Minister. We want to assure him 
that we, the members of the Govern- 
ment, regard Mr. Balfour as Prime 
Minister, and as Leader of the Tory and 
Unionist Party. The Motion of the 


noble Duke is not exactly what it is 


represented to be. The Motion appears 
to me to be one of those innumerable 
pegs which the procedure of this House 
willingly and generously affords on which 
to hang discussions on such questions as: 
How far and in what respect are the 
views of the Prime Minister the views of 
Mr. Chamberlain, one of his distinguished 
followers ! Does Mr. Balfour, or does 
he not, with Myr. Chamberlain / 
Are there not two policies‘ That was 
roughly the refrain of the speech of the 
noble Duke, and in order to support his 
contention he examined the speeches 
of these two statesmen with an unusual 
amount of skill, vigour, and precision, 


agree 


Let me remind the noble Duke at 
once that the Prime Minister has said in 
the most definite terms that he is prepared 
to be cross-examined on his own politica! 
utterances, but that he totally declines 
to be cross-examined on the interpreta- 
tions placed on those utterances by any- 
body whatsoever. Surely, if the Prime 
Minister is unwilling to be cross-examined 
on the interpretation placed upon his 
words by others, how much more should 
we, the members of his Government, 
decline to submit to that process ¢ The 
noble Duke, in the course of his remarks, 
said that although the Prime Minister 
had expressed continuous views, and had 
laid down a definite policy, he had allowed 
a totally different impression to prevail. 
After all, the leader of a great Party in 
the State has other duties to perform than 


| that of dissociating himself from the 


views of one of the most powerful and 
loyal supporters of his Government. 


But let us consider for a moment the 
position of the Party to which noble 
Lords opposite belong. It is a matter 
of common knowledge that the views of 
the Liberal Party and those of the Irish 
Party are by no means in harmony or 
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in conformity the one with the other. 
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It , upon that speech by the noble Duke and 


is also matter of common knowledge that | others. 
the views and aspirations of the Labour | 


Party are by no means in conformity 
with those of the Radical Party. 
my Lords, we do not come down here and 
ask that the views of the noble Lords 
opposite and those of Mr. Redmond and 
Mr. John Burns should be collated and 
examined in order to find out whether 
they are in agreement or not. We are 
more or less indifferent, because we know 
perfectly well that, whatever differences 
exist, in view of a possible political con- 
flict in the future, noble Lords opposite 
would allow them to sink, and that be- 
fore a general election takes place they 
will be united on common ground to 
fight their political opponents. Noble 
Lords, therefore, may rest assured that 
if these are the political tactics pursued 
by one great Party in the State, the 
probabilities are that very similar 
tactics will be pursued by the other great 
Party in the State, and if there are any 
divergencies or differences of opinion in 
the Unionist Party, although I am not 
aware that there are anv, the noble Duke 
may be perfectly assured that before 
the general election comes the members 
of the Unionist Party will rally behind 
the Prime Minister, and support the 
policy which he has consistently and con- 
tinuously upheld—the policy on which he 
has stated on many occasions that he 
means’to go to the electors of the country 
at the time of the next general election. 


Now, my Lords, the noble Duke in the 
course of his remarks said that Mr. 
Chamberlain, in his speech at St. Helens, 
claimed that his policy was one to which 
Mr. Balfour subscribed. I must con- 
fess that the views of the noble Duke and 
my own are totally different with re- 
gard to that speech of Mr. Chamberlain’s, 
What did he preface his remarks by say- 
ug? He said that he heartily sub- 
scribed to the policy of the Prime Minister 
as adumbrated at the Albert Hall; 
he thanked the Prime Minister for the 
lead which he had given; and, if my 
memory serves me right, he added that 


But, | 


Then, my Lords, I should like to dwell 
for one moment on the question of the 
taxation of food. The noble Duke asked 
us in the course of his speech what would 
happen if a Colonial Conference decided 
to express its views in favour of the taxa- 
tion of food. Ineed hardly remind him, 
in parentheses, that the Prime Minister 
has said most distinctly that, in the event 
of a conference coming to any decision, 
that decision would be submitted to the 
electors of this country. But there 
seems to be an inconsistency in the noble 
Duke’s remarks, because having stated 
his fears that a Colonial Conferene > 
might express their views in favour of the 
taxation of food, he proceeded to assert 
in another portion of his speech that the 
Colonies would on no account give any 
preference to this country until we 
settled among ourselves whether or not 
we were prepared to tax the food of the 
people. If that is the case, how is it 
possible for a Colonial Conference in the 
near future to come to the conclusion 
that thev desire to tax the food of the 
people of this country ? Then I am re- 
minded that the noble Duke himself was 
a party to imposing a shilling duty on 
corn—that is on the food of the people 
On his own argument, he thereby raised 
the price of food to the poorer classes 
of this country, this no doubt with a 
view that they should contribute to war 
taxation. which’all classes should bear in 
proper proportion. No doubt the noble 
Duke may tell us that that taxation was 
imposed as war taxation, and that it was 
not to be employed in any way as a pre- 
ferential tax. But the point I wish to 
establish is this—that the effect of a 
shilling duty on corn is precisely the 
same upon the poorer classes of this 


country whether it is employed as 
a war tax or as a_ preferential tax, 
and it cannot have been of much 


comfort to the humble individual, who, 


‘according to the noble Duke, paid a 


higher price for his bread in consequence 


‘of that Is. duty, to be assured that 


he agreed with the policy of the Prime | 


Minister especially, because it was one 
totally different from that of noble Lords 
opposite. Therefore, I confess that I can- 
not understand the interpretation placed 


| 


although the price was higher vet the 
noble Duke, in being a party to sane- 
tioning the imposition of the tax, had 
been able to preserve in their entirety 


| the principles of his economic belief. 
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What is the task which we are in- 
vited to perform this evening? We 
are asked to say that if it is a question 
of imposing a tax on food for the pur- 
poses of paying for a war, for whch 
the British public get no return except 
the knowledge that they have shared 
the liabilities which this country has 
to bear, then according to the noble 


Duke it is a sound, just, and sacred | 


tax. But if the very same policy is 
suggested at a future Colonial Con- 
ference with the possibility that the 
British public may reap from it con- 
siderable advantages—advantages in the 
shape of increased markets for their 
manufactured goods, the development 
of large tracts of land which at present 
are unproductive, the increase of inter- 
Imperial trade, and the 
thereby of tending to break down com- 
mercial barriers which exist between 
our Colonies and ourselves—then the 
noble Duke asks us, indeed implores 
us, to condemn that policy at once, 
before those who are most interested 
in it have even had an opportunity 
of discussing it, as a pernicious doctrine, 
and a vile and unclean thing with which 
we must have nothing to do. 


I trust, however, that noble Lords 
generally will not misunderstand me. 
I do not desire to-night in any way to 
say whether or not I think the taxation 
of food is advisable. 


SEVERAL NOBLE LORDS: Hear, 
hear ! 
THE Dvuxe or MARLBOROUGH: 


Noble Lords opposite cheer that remark. 
I presume that underlying their cheer 
there is a certain amount of satire. I 
should like to remind noble Lords 


opposite that the last time I had the | 


lonour of addressing your Lordships 
on this particular question two political 
ergans in the Press which support the 
Party of noble Lords opposite—the 
Daily News and the Daily Chronicle— 
took different views on the matter. In 
one paper I was accused of being an 


out-and-out protectionist, while in the | 
other a considerable amount of satis- | 


faction was expressed that I, on behalf 
of the Government, had entirely re- 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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| pudiated the views and aspirations of 
Mr. Chamberlain. 


'= But what I wish to point out to your 
| Lordships, with every feeling of respect 
| to the noble Duke, is an apparent incon. 
‘sistency in his argument. According 
_to the noble Duke, if you call a tax a 
| revenue tax, no matter how much incon- 
venience or discomfort it may inflict 
/upon the poorer classes, it isa just and 
| proper tax ; whereas, on the other hand, if 
you call it a preferential tax, no matter 
how great the possible advantages may 
be, it is a wicked and pernicious tax. 
If I understand the position of the 
noble Duke and those who agree with 
him correctly, the question resolves 
itself into this—whether food shall 
be taxed to pay for a war or whether 
food shall be taxed to maintain the 
Empire ; in other words, whether food 
shall be taxed to protect the Empire, 
or whether food shall be taxed to pre- 
‘serve the Empire. The noble Duke 
thinks for the purposes of war the 
tax is legitimate, but in the other case 
it is illegitimate. That appears to me 
to be a metaphysical scruple rather 
than a practical argument for dealing 
with one of the most complicated and 
urgent problems. Surely when our 
practical differences are so small and, | 
think, chiefly imaginary, and when the 
possible advantages are so considerable 
and so real, we may with some justice 
pause before we come to a decision 
upon this important and difficult pro- 
blem until we have placed before us all 
the information which only the delibera- 
tions of a Colonial Conference can 
give us. 


Now, my Lords, what are the reasons 
which warrant us in thinking that it 
is unwise to express any definite views 
before this conference is summoned. 
Your Lordships are aware that the 
Colonies themselves have expressed no 
definite concrete opinion upon the value 
of any particular tax, although they 
have conveyed their views in general 
terms. Surely we ought to} pursue a 
'similar policy. I think it would be very 
unwise for us at this date to say that we 
will exclude certain taxes from the 
consideration of the Colonial Con- 
We on this side of the House 


| 


| ference. 
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believe that we foresee the great pos- 
sibilities of the future, and we are of 
opinion that to express our views now 
in a premature way would have a most 
injurious effect upon the Colonies them- 
selves, especially in view of those 
Resolutions which they have passed 
at Colonial Conferences, to which Lord 
Minto at an early period of the debate 
referred. 


Noble Lords are perfectly well aware 
of what is the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government. It is the policy of having 
a free and unfettered conference. The 
effect of the noble Duke’s Motion would 
be to limit the scope of that conference, 
to muzzle the conference and prevent 
it from discussing the one topic upon which 
the members of it are so anxious to express 
their opinions. The Motion, if we were 
to sanction it, would, in my humble 
opinion, transgress the political functions 
of your Lordships’ House. This House 
is essentially an Assembly which repre- 
sents the permanent as opposed to the 
transient opinions of this country. It is 
essentially a House of Revision, and that 
we should be called upon prematurely 
to record our views in terms of disappro- 
bation of a policy of which many in the 
Colonies are in favour, seems to me to be 
an attempt to associate this House with 
a constitutional prerogative which it has 
seldom if ever laid claim to. Moreover, 
it would administer a political rebuff to 
a distinguished follower and supporter 
of the Government; and, finally, it 
would deliberately assert our disapproval 
of a policy the principles of which the 
representatives of the Empire have 
expressed their willingness to discuss. 
Therefore, since the Government are not 
willing to follow a course which they 
deem to be unwise, imprudent, and im- 
politic, they will resist with the full 
force at their dispesal the Motion which 
stands in the name of the noble Duke. 


THe Eart or FEVERSH'M: My 
Lords, as I had a Motion on the Paper 
of your Lordships’ House very similar in 
terms to the Amendment which has not 
been moved by Lord Minto, perhaps I 
may be permitted to offer a few observa- 
tions on the present occasion. I am one 


of those who think that it would be a 
matter for great regret if the conference 
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which was to have met in 1906 were not 
permitted to assemble next year, and I! 
had hoped that we would have received 
some intimation that His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment would call that conference 
together. The noble Duke, and those 
who act with him, seem to be very much 
afraid cf the meeting of that conference. 
The noble Duke says that it ought not 
to meet before a general election. I, 
for one, think that it would be a matter 
of great regret if it were postponed until 
after a general election. For what is 
the conference to do? What did it 
meet for on the last occasion? It dis- 
cussed three most important questions— 
Imperial defence, political relations, and 
commercial interests. Why should we 
not have a conference meeting next 
year to discuss our commercial relations 2 

Then, my Lords, the noble Duke re- 
ferred very frequently to the taxation 
of food. I should like to remind him that 
he was a member of the Government 
which retained the Is. duty on corn for 
many years, both under Lord Palmerston 
and under Mr. Gladstone. We never 
heard the noble Duke say at that time 
that the ls. duty was a tax on the food of 
the people. It was considered a regis- 
tration duty. Then, too, the noble Duke 
was a member of tne Government which 
reimpcsed the ls. duty on corn. We 
were never told then by the noble Duke 
that it was a tax on food, and all that Mr. 
Chamberlain has proposed is that we 
should have a duty of 2s. instead of @ 
duty of ls. Do the noble Duke and 
noble Lords opposite contend that the 
difference between a Is. and a 2s. duty 
measures the difference between the 
taxation and the non-taxation of food ? 
It is very misleading to the people of this 
ccuntry to say that a small duty of that 
kind is any real taxation on focd at all. 
It was found when the ls. duty was re- 
imposed a few years ago that it had no 
efiect whatever on the price of corn; 
therefore, we may assume that the 2s. 
duty would have hardly any effect. Mr. 
Chamberlain has said that if it did have 
any effect, all it would do would be to 
increase the price of the quartern loaf by 
id., andthat, in that case, he would reduce 
the duty on other articles of first necessity 
to counterbalance the increased price of 
bread. The fact is that this cry of the 
taxation of food is misleading; it is 
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pleying to the gallery, and it is unfair’ 
1. the pecple of this country. 


But, my Lords, I really think that, for 
the sake of maintaining and consolidating 
the great interests between the mother 
country and the Colonies, the people of 
this country are prepared to make some 
sacrifice, and I submit that it is not fair 
to them to say that they shall not have 
the advantage of knowing what the views 
of the Colonies are on the question. 1 
join issue entirely as to the time of meet- 
ing of that conference. The people of 
this country have a right to know what 
are the views and opinions of the colonial 
representatives before they are asked to 
come to a decision on this great and 
important matter. Why do you wish 
to shut the mouths of the Colonies and 
thus prevent the people of this country 
from having that knowledge and in- 
formation which they ought to possess 
before they come to a decision on this 
vital question? Light is alwavs better 
than darkness, and | think we ought 
to take every opportunity of informing 
public opinion in this country on the great 


question of colonial preference and 
tariff reform. 

What is the condition of the 
country / Are noble Lords opposite 
satisfied with the general condition 
of the country ¢ Have we not had 


large numbers of the labouring classes 
thrown out of employment—so much so 
that a Bill has been introduced by the 
(rovernment to give greater employment 
to the people of this country ¢ Are our 
manufactures flourishing, and 
agriculture so prosperous, that we do not 
require some change and some reform / 
Mr. Chamberlain proposes to remedy 
this condition of things. What remedy 
do the noble Lords opposite propose / 
Nothing but adhesion to the old system 
of miscalled free trade, which was 
all very well fifty or forty years ago, but 
which now has proved to be inconsistent 
with the general prosperity of the 
country. Holding these views, I cannot 
possibly vote for the Motion of the noble 
Duke, which would leave us just as we 
are without any power to deal with the 
difficulties and the distress in the country, 
and which provides no remedy but simply 
binds us to carry on an antiquated sys- 
tem which, as I say, in this twentieth 
The Earl of Feversham. 
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century is inconsistent with the general 
prosperity and happiness of the country. 


THe Duxe or MANCHESTER: My 
Lords, I crave your Lordships’ indulgence 
for two reasons, first, because I am abso- 
lutely sincere on the subject now under 
discussion, and I know that your Lord- 
ships always grant the greatest indulgence 
to anybody who is sincere ; and, secondly, 
—I know this will commend itself to your 
Lordships—because I intend to be very 
brief. I desire to confine myseli almost 
entirely to answering the arguments put 
forward against the Motion of the noble 
Duke by the Duke of Marlborough, 
who spoke on behalf of the Government. 
The noble Duke that he was 
unaware that there were any differences 
of opinion between different members 
of the Government, and he also alluded 


stated 


to something which he described as 
‘common knowledge.” If one may 


adduce, as he adduced ** common know- 
ledge,” I think it will be at least per- 
missible to suggest that it is common 
knowledge that the Party which he de- 
fends are at any rate in some degree 
divided in their opinions. He - said, 
further, that even if there were some 
slight division they would, when it came 
to an election, meet together on common 
ground, rally round one flag, and have 
one heart and one mind and one defence 
against the common enemy, which I take 
to be the Party sitting on this side of the 
House. But, my Lords, will the noble 
Duke’s arty have one common ground 
and one flag when the time comes for 
us to defend, in the face of the electorate, 
what I may perhaps call the bridge ot 
free trade ¢ Will there not be 
thing like the incident of which we are 
told in connection with ancient Rome, 
when, of the attackers, although common 
enemies of Rome— 


soOme- 


“Those behind cried ‘ Forward ‘{; and those 
in front cried ‘ Back.’ ;” 


Is not that very much the position 


even at the present moment / Is not 
the figure-head, the very fine figure- 
head of the Government, the Prime 


Minister—I say it with all due respect 
—crying “ Back” on the question of 
fiscal reform, and is not he whom 
we have heard described as * the power 
behind” crying, in unmistakable terms, 
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“Forward ?”’ How, then, can it be said | 


that they are going to have one cry and 
one flag ? 

Then, too, the noble Duke said that 
our Party were divided on many subjects, 
and he cited the names of Mr. Redmond 
and Mr. John Burns. But neither Mr. 
Redmond nor Mr. John Burns, even 
if we grant that they have the power 
with our Partv that Mr. Chamberlain 
has with the Party opposite, hes pro- 
posed & new Measure so sweeping and so 
vital to the interest cf this country as 
Mr. Chamberlain has done, and will un- 
doubtedly propose to the electorate when 
they go to the country. I maintain thet 
Mr. Chamberlain has proposed a most 
revolutionary measure, It is a measure 
which strikes at the very heart of the 
economic principles of our Constitution, 
and it is one on which the other side will, 
undoubtedly have to go to the country. 
[ submit that in our case the same posi- 
tion does not arise. We are not going 
to the country on any revolutionary 
measure proposed by Mr. John Burns. 

The noble Duke furthermore stated 
that Mr. Balfour had refused to be cross- 
examined as to the meaning placed on 
his words by others; he was willing te 
answer questions as to what he said, but 
not as to the meaning which others might 
place upon it. Nobody wants him to be 
cross-examined as to the meanings placed 
on his statements by others. All we 
ask is that he should give some definition 
of policy that can have only one meaning, 
that no one can mistake, and upon which 
no other meaning can be put ; and that, 
as I understand it, is what he and his 
loval followers refuse to do. They 
refuse to make any statement of policy 
which is so clear and unequivocal as to 
admit of only one meaning. 

Then the noble Duke complained 
bitterly of the unkindness and unjustness 
of two daily papers in not understanding 
his meaning on a previous occasion. It 
may be my stupidity or my unkindness, 
but I must say that I equally fail to 
understand a great part of the noble 
Duke’s speech to-night. 


the Front Bench opposite, but it seems to 
me that the speech of the noble Duke 
was quite on all fours with what we have 


Perhaps as a— 
young Member I have no right to criticise | 
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of the Party opposite. When we were 
learning geography we used to be told 
that an island was a piece of land com- 
pletely surrounded by water. I am 
almost tempted to say that the speeches 
of the Government on the fiscal question 
are xomposed of nothing surrounded by 
platitudes ; they are certainly surrounded 
by evasions of the main question at issue. 


The noble Duke also said that this 
House had no business to take this ques- 
tion into consideration at all, that we were 
merely a House of Revision. I maintain 
that the term “a House of Revision”’ as 
applied to this House is an absolute mis- 
nomer. We have no real power to—at 
least we never would — revise anything 
that the people obviously wished for. 
{ maintain that the functions of this 
House are to put a stop temporarily on 
any piece of legislation that we think 
would be contrary to the public wish, until 
the public have had an opportunity of 
passing judgment upon it; and if this is 
not a case in which we should exercise 
that right I cannot conceive one. The 
Party opposite propose, with a waning 
majority, without going to the country 
first to get a direct mandate for the pur- 
pose, practically to bind the country to 
some form of discussion in a Colonial 
Conference which it would be extremely 
difficult, if not impossible, to repudiate, 
and when we attempt to exercise the 
undoubted right that we have to say, 
“No, you shall first go to the country 
and get your mandate,” we are told that 
this House is merely a House of Revision, 
and can only use futile words afterwards 
in condemnation of an accomplished fact. 
Surely, my Lords, it is better that such a 
lamentable conclusion should be avoided. 
Prevention is surely better than an 
attempted cure. Therefore, I sincerely 
ask your Lordships at any rate to give 
this matter serious consideration, and to 
say that the feeling of the country— 
which to our minds is apparent enough— 
should be officially tested before any such 
important step as going to a Colonial 
Conference with a free hand is permitted. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, Lord 
Minto,who speaks with so much authorit y 
on colonial matters, told us in his interest- 
ing speech that Canada was united in 


learnt to expect from responsible members | favour of preference. But what kind of 
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preference do they mean, and what is the 
case as regards our trade with Canada at 
the present moment? We admit all 
Canadian produce free of duty ; Canada, 
on the other hand, charges us some 16 
or 18 per cent. Surely before we can 
talk of preference we ought to be placed 
upon an equality. Iam glad to be able 
to quote in support of that contention 
the high authority of the Tariff Reform 
Association itself. In their “ Handbook 
for Speakers ” they say that fiscal union 
and commercial reciprocity is the only 
possible foundation of Imperial federa- 
tion, and they give with great force the 
examples of the United States, the 
(ferman Empire, the Australian Federa- 
tion, and the Dominion of Canada. I 
do not know what the noble Marquess 
will tell us later on in the debate, but, so 
far as my information goes, I am afraid 
there is very little chance of Canada or 
our other great self-governing Colonies 
placing us upon the same footing as that 


on which we have placed them. No doukr | 


they give us a preference in the sense 
that they charge foreigners more than us. 


But it is very little use their locking the | 


door against us, and then double-locking 
it against the foreigner. Our real com- 
p>tition is with their manufacturers,and 
as compared with them we are placed at a 
great disadvantage. At the same time 
we appreciate very much the friendly 
feelings which induced them to give 
us a preference, over foreigners, but I 
am afraid we cannot but agree with the 
opinion expressed by the Prime Minister 
in theHouse of Commons on March 7th— 


*T said—I wish I could withdraw the state- 


ment—that I was not aware how it was possible | 
on such a basis to found any great scheme of | 


preferential duties,” 


Mr. Chamberlain, as he has gone on with 
his campaign, seems to have become more | 


and more protectionist. When he began 
his great object was the very noble en- 
deavour to bind together the Colonies and 
the mother country—an object with 
which we must all heartily sympathise. 
ut since then he has gone more and more 
in favour of general protection, and he 


continually makes the assertion that in | 
his belief the duties which he proposes | 


to put on will be paid mainly by the 
foreigner. In the Board of Trade 
Memoranda it is made very clear indeed 
from the statistics of countries which 


Lord Avebury. 
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have heavy duties on grain that the price 
in those countries is raised by the duty, 
This it is true is not always the 
case in France, because in soma years 
France imports very little grain, and of 
course when there is no import the 
duties have no effect on prices. But 
directly there is a bad harvest in France, 
then the price goes upeven more than 
the duty, and the evil of a bad harvest 
is aggravated by the duty. 





But there is one set of facts which I] 
think will prove to your Lordships even 
/more than figures that the consumer 
really pays the duty, No comparison of 
prices is really necessary in order to 
prove that duties raise the price. The 
course of trade proves it. When wheat 
comes from abroad—say from Argentina 
—the vessel “ calls for orders” at Queens- 
‘town, Plymouth, Havre, Southampton, 
‘or some other European port. The 
merchant carefully compares the prices 
at the principal markets, calculating all 
‘the expenses—treight, insurance, port 


'dues, ete., including, of course, the 
Customs duty—to a fraction. If he 


| finds that the highest price, including 
'the duty, is at Berlin, to Berlin it 
| goes; but it will not go to Borlin until 
the price there has risen to cover all 
'the charges, including the duty. Hf, 
after allowing for all other charges, the 
| price in London and Berlin is the same, 
|the wheat will of course be sent on 
'to London. There being no duty in 
|England, no wheat will go to Berlin 
‘until the difference in price ex- 
ceeds or, at least, equals the German 
duty. It is obvious, therefore, that 
the consumer pays the duty. 


I do not deny that protection in other 
countries is bad for the trade of the world, 
but I submit to your Lordships that the 
countries which suiter most by pro- 
tection are the protectionist countries 
i themselves. Man for man, and head for 
| head, we export more than any of the great 
| protectionist countries. The United 
States export £2 18s. Ud. per head, France 
£3 7s. Od., Germany £3. 15s Od., and the 
United Kingdom £5 19s. Od. — Take, 
/again, the case of Canada. What are 
| the two great things which Canada re- 
| quires? She has a cold climate, and 
| millions of acres of virgin soil; her 
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people require warm clothing to pro- 


tect them from the severities of the 
those of France, £250,000; of Germany, 


winter, and cheap railway facilities to 
bring their produce to market. But what 
is the policy of Canada? It is to make 
her people pay 20 per cent. more than 
they need for their clothes, and, by raising 
the cost of rails, to discourage the creation 
of fresh ra‘lways. I can quite understand 
that a country may wish to give some ad- 
vantageto agriculture and thus to tempt 
people out of the great cities into the 
country; but why any country should 
wish to tempt people from the rural dis- 
tricts into the great towns I cannot 
imagine, 


We cannot have a clearer illustration 
of the injury which protectionist countries 
impose upon themselves and the advan- 
tages which we derive from free trade than 
by taking the case of the shipbuilding 
trade of the world. Last year the United 
States built 469,000 tons of shipping, 
France 106,000 tons, Germany 102,000 
tons, and the United Kingdom 980,000 
tons, or more than Germany, France, and 
the United States put together. Why was 
this? Because our shipbu Iders were able 
to vet their raw mater al and the other 
articles which they required so much mote 
cheaply than the shipbuilders in other 
countnes. The German trades which are 
not protected are continually compliin- 
ing of the evil effects of protection on 
their indust. ies. 


As an illustration of the injurious 
eject of protection upon the trade of 
protectionist countries in neutral markets 
lt us take the case of India. India gives 
us no preference ; ovr manufacturers pay 
the same duties as those of other coun- 
tries, and yet out of the total imports 
of India, amounting to £52,000,000, 
no less than £39,800,000 came from 
the British Empire, and most of the 
rest consisted of articles which we do not 
produce. 
the imports from some of the principal 
protectionist countries, whose policy we 
ite advised to follow. The imports 
from Germany were only £1,500,000; 
from the United States, £800,000; from 
France, £900,000; and even of these 
comparatively trifling amounts a sub- 
st intisl proportion consisted of articles 
such as wine and oil, which we do not 
export. Moreover, our preponderance is 
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| increasing. 


Compare our £39,800,000 with | 
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In the last five years our 
exports to India have risen £3,400,000; 


£300,000; of Belgium (part being Ger- 
man), £500,000; while those of the United 
States have actually fallen £100,010! If 
it be said that India is part of the Empire, 
let us take Argentina. According to the 
last Foreign Office Report, our exports to 
Argentina in 190£ were £12.900,000; 
those of Germany, with 16,000,000 
more people, were under £5,000,000; 
those of the United States, with nearly 
double our population, were even less 
than those of Germany! Nobody can 
doubt, I think, that the great amount 
of our commerce in Argentina is due 
to our free-trad policy, and that other 
countries so handicap themselves by 
their protectionist policies that they are 
quite unable to compete with us in neutral 
markets. 


The case of India is very interesting 
from, another point of vew. We are 
sometimes told that India is a con- 
spicuous example of the advantages uf 
retaliation. The Secretary of Scate for 
India, speaking at Shere on December 
14th, s.id that India— 

“gotintinitely more consideration from foreign 
countries for her products than we did for 
British products. The reason was that our 
hands were tied here, and that they were untied 
in India.” 


The noble Marquess, the Leader of 
the House, spoke with more moderation, 
but in the same sense. He also main- 
tained that India has an advantage, 
because she— 

“enjoys an amount of freedom which is denied 
to the mother country. This liberty is one 
which this country did at one time enjoy, but 
it was taken away.” 

The result, he went on to say, is that 
Indian products are, as a general average— 

“ subject to duties ranging between 1 and 11 
per cent.” 

while British products are— 

“subject to duties averayzing between 13 and 
35 per cent.—a very considerable advantage 
accruing to Indian products as distinguished 
from the products of this country. In France, 
Indian products are subject to duties averaging 
5 per cent. as against an average of 34 per cent. 
paid by British products.” 

My noble friend did not actually say 
‘that this was due to the supposed free- 

| dom enjoyed by India, and I believe he 
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would not say that it was, but he has 
been so understood, and I suppose he does 
maintain that her so-called freedom gives 
India a substantial advantage. 


Now, my Lords, I entirely deny, first, 
that India enjoys any freedom which 
Great Britain does not enjoy, and 
secondly, that her fiscal system has 
given her any such advantage. We are 
just as free as India to put on or remit 
any duties we please. 


ve do not enjoy, but that while 
the Government of India 
duties by its own 
Government of the mother country can 
only do so with the consent of Parlia- 
ment. It is not that India is freer, it is 
the Government of India which is freer: 
it is not that any power has “ been takne 
away” from this country, but that the 
Government are not permitted to alter 
duties without the consent of Parlia- 


ment; it is not our hands that 
are tied. but that the Government 


cannot act without the assent of 
Parliament. Parliament is as free as 
ever; the country 1s as free as ever; 
and it is quite misleading, then, to say 
that we have given up any freedom. 
Ii I might, I would ask my noble friend 


to tell us when he replies whether he | 


really proposes to give the Government 
power to alter duties without the consert 
of Parliament. Lord Goschen has asked 
that Question more than once, but has 
not yet received any clear Answer. If 
the Government do not propose to ask for 
power to alter duties without the con- 
sent of Parliament, what becomes of the 
imaginary freedom which India is sup- 
posed to enjoy ? 


Then I come to the question whether 
india has any advantage over us. The 
nob!e Marquess referred to the case of 
the negotiations which took place between 
{ndia and France in 1903— 

“This,” he said, ‘‘was a clear case of a transac- 
tion highly beneticial to India, and which India 
would not have been able to accomplish had 
she not been in a position to offer some- 
thing in exchange for what she recuired from 
a foreign country.” 


What are the facts of thecase 2? France 
has two scales—a minimum scale and u 


Lord Avebury. 
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Indeed, I think 
the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House will admit that the real difference 
‘s not that India has any freedom which 


can modify 
authority, the | 
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general or higher scale, and she propo:ed 
to place certain Indian products on the 
higher scale. India, in order to induce 
her not to do so, made a certain conces- 
sion which amounted to only £30 a 
year, and France gave way, but in 
their Blue-book the Indian Govern- 
ment explain that the real reason 
that France did so was not on account 
of that minute concession, but because the 
Frevch Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have gained little or nothing ii he had 
| insisted on making the proposed change. 
| Therefore, this transaction, so far from 
| being one of any great importance, was 
jreally one of very small magnitude. 





| But this is not all. I was surprised to 
| find when I looked into the matter that 
'this advantage which India secured by 
a concession to France we already en- 
| joved, without any concession, in con- 
/sequence of our free-trade policy. We 
are already on the minimum scale under 
the most-favoured-nation clause, and 
'what India secured by her concession 
were only advantages which we already 
-enjoved. In fact, our goods are all cn 
| the lower scale, while some of the Indian 
| products have to pay at the higer tate. 
| We are, therefore, better off than India. 
|We are told, however, that we 
are paying on an averaze 34 per 
cent., while India is only paying from 
1 to 11 per cent. on her exports. But 
i am sure mV noble friend the Leader 
jof the House will admit that this has 
|nothing to do with the fiscal system cf 
| ndia, The rates of the foreign and 
‘colonial duties on Indian produce are 
/no lower than those on British produce. 
The reason of the difference in the 
rate paid is that the exports of. 
India are mainly raw materials, while 
ours are mainly manufactured articles. 
The difference is not in the duties, but 
in the character of the goods. If we 
exported the same goods as India we 
should pay only the same, and, in some 
cases, lower duties, and if India exported 
to France the same goods as we do, 
the duties charged would be the same, and 
in some cases higher than those we have 
topiy. I think I have shown the House, 
therefore, firstly, that India enjoys no 
freedom which we do not possess; and 
secondly, that so far from having 


| 
| 
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infinite fiscal advantages—as stated by 
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the Secretary of State for India—she 
has no advantage whatever which we 
do not ourselves enjoy, while in some 
cases she is actually liable to pay 


heavier duties, for whereas all our goods | 
are admitted on the minimum scale, | 
India is in some cases charged on the 


higher scale. India, therefore, with all 
her supposed freedom of retaliation, is 
in a less favourable position than we 
are under our free trade. Freedom of 
tetaliation, in fact, has obtained for 
India less than free trade has secured 
for us. I submit, then, to the House 
that there is no ground to suppose 
that a return to protection on our 
part would have any effect in breaking 
down the duties imposed by foreign 
countries; that duties raise prices and 
are paid by the consumers; that pro- 


tectionist countries place themselves 
at a great disadvantage in neutral 


mirkets; and that a protectionist policy 
would be injurious, and, if the duties 
were high, disastrous to our commerce 
and manufactures. 


Lorp GRIMPHORPE: My Lords, I 
venture to ask your indulgence on this, 
the first occasion on which I have ven- 
tured to address vou. I do not propose 
to claim your attention at any great 
length, but it might be thought that some 
explanation was necessary as to why, 
after sitting on the benches of the Con- 
servative Party in the House of Commons 
for twenty vears, I should speak from 
these benches on the present occasion. 


Were it not for the fact that we have 
no constituents to consider and are 
responsible for nobody but ourselves, the 
need for a personal explanition would be 
almost entirely eliminated. But from 
the first I have been a consistent, and, as 
far as I could be, a strenuous opponent 
of the tariff policy put forward by Mr. 
Chamberlain. For two years I have 
hoped that that policy, which from the 
first received some countenance from the 
Prime Minister, would, as the folly and 
mischief of it became apparerit, be thrown 
over by the Prime Minister, and that the 
poison with which it had contaminated 
the Tory Party would in course of time 
be eliminated. I confess that that fond 
hope has turned out to be a vain delusion. 
So far from the Prime Minister, as I had 
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| hoped would be the case, swallowing Mr. 
| Chamberlain, Mr. Chamberlain seems to 
| have swallowed the Prime Minister, and in 
| the alliance between them he seems to 
be emphatically the predominant partner. 
Under these circumstances I think it 
becomes necessary for every Tory free- 
trader to consider his position. Person- 
ally, I think it has been a great misfor- 
tune that the Prime Minister, instead of 
giving countenance to Mr. Chamberlain’s 
proposals, did not stamp them out at the 
offset. As he failed to do that, those 
proposals have grown and spread until 
they have leavened the entire Conserva- 
tive Party. 


It is true, as has been pointed out by 
the Duke of Devonshire and others, that 
there are differences between Mr. Balfour 
and Mr. Chamberlain. Men of such 
widely divergent characters must neces- 
sarily differ, and differ widely. At the 
same time, what do those differences 
amount to? We all know that parallel 
lines may continue indefinitely without 
ever meeting, but if those lines run in the 
same plane, in the same direction. and 
towards the same object, it does not 
matter very much whether or not they 
overlap. In the same way it seems to me 
that, at varying paces and in different 
ways, Mr. Balfour and Mr. Chamberlain 
are running strongly in the same direction. 
They are both engaged in the attempt to 
undermine the cause of free trade, Mr. 
Chamberlain by open, strenuous, and 
forcible methods, and the Prime Minister 
by what I may call more subtle and 
sinister methods. Still, both of them, as 
it seems to me, are engaged in the 
attempt to undermine the integrity of 
' free trade in this country. 


But even if the leaders differ, to what 
extent do their followers differ? Leaders, 
such as they are, even with their 
authority and power, have still, to a 
certain extent, to follow their own 
followers. How do their followers differ ? 
The Duke of Devonshire has pointed 
to some most remarkable instances 
which sezm to show that neither leaders 
nor followers differ very much. If you 
are to define their difference I think 
it may be described as a difference of 
key rather than of tone. One may say 
that Chamberlainism is Balfourism 
screwed up to concert pitch. and that 
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Balfourism is Chamberlainism toned 
down to a minor key. 
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I need not dwell upon the illustra- 
tions given by the Duke of Devonshire, 
but there is one other which seems to 
me to be rather a significant one. I 
have no doubt that Members of this 
House receive—certainly Members of 
the other House do—a monthly pamph- 
let entitled National Gleanings. 
Nationat Gleanings is a somewhat 
ambitious title, considering that the 
gleanings come from only one-half of 
the nation. National Gleanings is a 
compendium of wit and wisdom collected 
from the utterances of the leaders of 
the Tory Party, and I have observed 
with some interest from month to 
month that these national gleanings are 
gathered up only in the broad acres of 
protectionism, and that the utterances 
of the leaders of the Tory Party in 
favour of free trade, such as_ there 
are of them, are absolutely ignored. 
I think that points to the fact, either 
that the utterances in favour of free 
trade are so few as to be practically 
negligible, or that the Tory Party are 
permeated with protectionism and do 
not care to receive any other opinions. 


I think it is pretty well admitted—I do 
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cannot be imposed except through the 
taxation of raw materials in some shape 
or another, and when you begin to impose 
a penal tariff it becomes protection, cal! 
it by what name you will. Lord Minio 
in his interesting speech practically ad- 
mitted that, and I think it is a great 
admission for him to have made. Refer- 
ring to the noble Duke’s Resolutions he 
said that they were akin one to another, 
and that the machinery overlapped. 
What does that mean? It means 
that the policy of co!onial preference is 
akin to the policy of a penal tariff, and 
that the machinery of the two overlap. 
The noble Lord let out the truth, 
whereas candidates in the country try to 
disguise it. Itis the fact that the two 
are akin and overlap. The policy of 
protection is recommended to the 
country throvgh the medium of colonial 
preference, and colonial preference 
Jends itself to fine phrases and 
fervid apostrophes. It lends itself to 
appeals to the patriotism of the country, 
and it hopes to stir the hearts of the 
people by recalling the possible glories 
ofthe Empire. But, after all, what does 
it mean? You must bring it down to 
the bed-rock of business. Colonial 
preference seems to be on the part of 
those who talk of it preference for the 


not know what Members opposite think | interests of the Colonies rather than 
of it—that the Tory Party at thismoment | preference for the interest of the mother 


is protectionist at heart. [‘ No.’] It has 
been captured by Mr. Chamberlain, and 
although, for electoral or other purposes, 
especially when they are addressing large 
popular audiences, the members of 
that Party may think fit to tone down 
and dilute their protectionism, and there- 
fore to call themselves by other names 
—perhaps because they think that pro- 
tection under the name of retaliation 
will smell sweeter in the nostrils of the 
electors of this country—nevertheless it 
seems to me that in spite of this they 
must be protectionist. It defies the wit 
of man to draw logical distinctions to 
show how a policy of retaliation or of 
colonial preference can possibly be 
carried out except through the medium 
of a protective tariff. It cannot be done. 


It is all very well to say that Mr. Bal- 
four’s policy of retaliation differs from 
Mr. Chamberlain’s policy of protection, 
but retaliation cannot be imposed except 
by a penal tax, and colonial preference 


Lord Grimthorpe. 





| country. 


*THE Eart or MINTO: During the 
whole time I was in Canada there 
was never the slightest inclination 
displayed to disregard the interests of 
the mother country. Everything that 
was put forward was in the interests of 
the Empire, with a full regard for the 
interests of the people at home. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: I believe that 
entirely on the part of the people 
in the Colonies, but I am _ talking 


of the people who speak for the 
Colonies at home. The noble Lord 
himself said he was speaking frcem 
the colonial point of view, and 


so do most of the people who get 
up on the platform and talk in 
large terms about the glory of the 
Empire and the duty we owe to our 
brethren beyond the seas. That is all 
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quite right. We all feel the same about 
that. But I think we owe some duty 
to our people at home as well, and it 
seems to me that too often the interests 
of the people at home are forgotten. 
Look at the comparative numbers, to 
go no further than that. Canada does 
not contain more people than Lancashire, 
and Australia does not coutain more 
than Yorkshire. Why should Canada 
and Australia be considered in prefer- 
ence to Yorkshire and Lancashire? I 
confess I do not see it, You talk of 
the high hopes and proud ambitions of 
the Colonies, but have not the pecple 
at home hopes and ambitions too? 
Surely it is pot a wise policy to gratify 
the Colonies at the expense of the people 
in this country? You may say that 
you do not wish to do so, but if you 
are going to put up the price of the 
things the people here buy it is obvious 
that the conditions under which they 
live will be made harder than they are 
at present. 
that fact. Ihave been both to Canada 
and to Australia and seen how the people 
live there. Life is much easier for the 
people of those countries than for the 
toiling millions in the slums at home, 
who [ think, therefore, are entitled to 
the first consideration. Anyhow, they are 
entitled to some consideration. Tregard 
it one of the most unfortunate 
features in this movement that you are 
setting one against the other. You have 
on business to contrast one with the 
other, This movement makes for division 
and not for union, and that is one reason 
Why we oppose it so strenuously. 
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What is colonial preference? Lord 
Minto has told us what the Colonies have 
done and what they are prepared to do, 
There is no wonder that they are in 
favour of preference, because for them 
preference is a case of “Heads I win ; 
tails 1 do not lose.” They have given 
England a preference of 33} per cent. 
and the trade of England has expanded 
tosome extent. Butit has not expanded 
to the same extent as the trade of the 
United States, to which country they 
have not given that preference. They 
take precious good care that they do 
not injure their trade with the United 
States, and that this preference to 
England should not injure the interests 


You cannot get away from | 
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of their manufactures either in Canada 
or in Australia. 


Reform. 


*Tue Eart or MINTO: I beg pardon 
for interrupting, but I hardly think that 
statement is strictly accurate. The 
trade of the United States in raw 
materials which. come free into Canada 
has inereased very largely indeed, but I 
am not aware that imports of manu- 
factured articles from the United States 
have increased at all. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: I wish I could 
quote the exact figures, but when I last 
looked at them I observed that there 
was a great increase in the import of 
manufactured goods from the United 
States. I think I am correct in that. 


*Tue Eart oF MINTO: 
think so. 


I do not 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: Very well. 
Another point on which I join issue 
with my noble friend is when he says 
that the Colonies have spoken with no 
ambiguous voice on this question. He 
says there has been no decided expres- 
sion of opinion at home. I should 
have thought it was just the reverse. 
1 do not know where the Colonies have 
expressed so decided an opinion in 
favour of preference, and I should say 
that in every way in which we can 
gather it the opinion of this country 
is being expressed in the most decided 
terms against the reversal of our tariff 
policy at home. I do not know what 
more is wanted, but possibly we may 
have a still more decided opinion next 
year. 


As I say, I am glad to have had 
this admission, that preference is bound 
up with a penal tariff, and that the 
two cannot be separated. What is a 
penal tariff? According to Mr. Chamber- 
lain, a penal tariff is to be imposed 
against those countries which treat us 
with outrageous unfairness. Now what 
countries do treat us with outrageous 
unfairness? If there is one country 
which does so more than another 
I believe that, according to figures, 
it is America—because ‘outrageous 
unfairness”? is understood to mean 
the dumping in this country, under 
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cost price, of surplus goods which 
other countries are unable to sell at 
home. I was in America last winter, 
and I heard a good deal about dump- 
ing, and all I can say is that I have 
heard dumping denounced in this 
country in language that could not be 
described as mild or moderate, but the 
denunciations of dumping in America 
are in language certainly less mild and 
less moderate than that which we hear 
at home. From the point of view of 
the Americans they say that it is an out- 
rageous thing that they should be taxed 
in order that England may get her 
goods cheap, and they sav that if they 
had to choose they would willingly change 
positions with England in that respect, 
and would be only too delighted if Europe 
took todumping goods in America, That 
is outrageous unfairness from the other 
side of the question. I think we are 
pretty well agreed that dumping, so far 


from being a disad vantage to this country, | 


isin many respects of the greatest possible 
benefit. 


Another point that struck me in 
America was this. The protectionists say 
that by some extraordinary ingenuity 
you can compel a country to pay duties 
if you put on duties against the import 
of their goods. I do not think that 
argument will hold water. An interest- 
ing illustration of it came to my notice 
in America. The import of mineral 
waters into America is not very large, but 
Apollinaris water and some other mineral 
waters from Europe are imported to some 
extent. But there is an excellent water 
in America largely used for the dilution 
of whiskey called lithio white rock water. 
That water can be sold for five cents a 
bottle, but owing to the fact that a com- 
paratively small amount of Apollinaris 
and other waters is imported it is sold at 
twenty-five cents per bottle. That shows 
the effect of duties on the price of 
articles at home. In view of this fact, 


what would become of the position of , 


this country if we were to do what Mr. 
Chamberlain advised in the quotation 
read out by the Duke of Devonshire 2? 


Mr. Chamberlain said that if foreign 
countries would not make terms with us 
we should refuse to exchange goods with 
them. I should like to know how we are 
to live if we refuse to exchange goods 


Lord Grimthorpe. 


{LORDS} 
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| with foreign countries. It would be 
almost like a householder in London who 
tried to live upon his own resources 
without the assistance of the butcher 
and the baker. We cannot afford to 
refuse to exchange goods with foreign 
countries, because if you diminish the 
amount of goods you exchange you must 
diminish the amount of employment in 
this country. Mr. Chamberlain said— 


“T am not thinking about prices; what J 
want is increased employment.” 


I confess that it seems to me a very 
strange way of getting increased em- 
ployment to curtail your foreign markets 
and put up prices of goods to your home 
consumers. I cannot understand how 
increased employment is to arise out of a 
state of things like that. In my opinion 
the more you inquire into this question 
the more you will find that this cry of 
increased employment rests upon no 
foundation whatever. It seems to me 
that Mr. Chamberlain has raised a great 
issue, and that great issue is before the 
country at the present moment. I think 
it is an issue which everyone will agree 
ought to be thrashed out in Parliament. 
We were all in favour of an inquiry at 
one time, and the inquiry took place, but 
the facts elicited were dead against Mr. 


_Chamberlain’s programme. In my view, 


if there is one place more than another 
where this question ought to be thrashed 
out it is in the House of Commons and in 
the House of Lords. But what has 
happened ? The Government have done 
all they can to stifle discussion in the 
Houses of Parliament, and they have done 
their best to evade the decision of the 
country upon this question. In order 
to accomplish this the Government have 
adopted the old familiar device of moving 
the previous Question. We all know 
that previous Question; it comes from 
Manchester. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
beg the noble Lord’s pardon; it comes 
from the rules of this House. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: If I may be 
allowed to say so, I think the idea of 
‘moving the previous Question in the 
‘Lower House was originated by the 
Prime Minister. 
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THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : I do 
not think that is correct. At any rate I 
had uo idea that the Prime Minister ever 
moved the previous Question. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: I am afraid 
that the noble Earl has not followed the 
proceedings in the House of Commons 
with very close attention, but I con- 
gratulate him upon having hit upon the 
same solution of the difficulty as the 
Prime Minister. What does the moving 
of the previous Question mean? It 
means that these tariff reformers who are 
so bold and so anxious to fight this ques- 
tion out, when the chance of fighting it 
is given to them run away. I am 
reminded very much of the familiar 
lines— 

‘“‘ He either fears his fate too much 
Or his desire is small, 

Who fears to put it to the touch 
To win or lose it all.’’ 


That is the case with the tariff 
reformers. They always shrink from 
clear issues. The representative of the 
Government got up and congratulated 
himself, apparently, because from 
nothing he had said could’ they 
tell whether he was in favour or 
was not in favour of Mr. Cham- 
berlain’s policy. This ambiguity does 
not seem to me to be a thing to be proud 
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of. What is the position of the Prime | 


Minister? It is that he is—I will not 
sav of malice prepense—in fact deceiving 
one part or other of his Party. One side 
believes that eventually the Prime Minis- 
ter will come out on the side of free trade, 
whilst the other side believes that he will 
come out on the side of protection. There- 
fore, he must be deceiving and misleading 
either the one side or the other. Now 
is that a position which any man would 
wish to occupy who holds the high posi- 
tion of Prime Minister. ? The position of 
Prime Minister itself imposes upon him 
the obligation of making his policy clear 
to the country, and of giving a clear lead 
tothe Party. Ihave the greatest respect 
for the noble Earl who leads this House, 
and I would gladly have been a follower 
ot his, but in view of the fact that the 
Prime Minister has taken up this position ; 
in view of the fact that Mr. Chamberlain 
makes claims which are not repudiated 
by the Prime Minister; in view of the 
fact that Mr. Chamberlain says the policy 
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of tariff reform is to be the policy of the 
Tory Party, and the Prime Minister 
allows that statement to go by and does 
not repudiate it or contradict it, I feel 
bound to conclude that the intention is 
that the Conservative Party must accept 
the dictum that the policy of tariff reform 
is to be adopted and acted upon at the 
next election. I feel, therefore, that it 
is impossible for any free-trade Conserva- 
tive to continue to follow the Prime 
Minister without putting himself into a 
position of impotence, if not into a posi- 
tion of ignominy. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of LonponperRy): I had no 
intention whatever of taking part in 
this debate, but I could not allow the 
noble Lord’s uncalled-for attack upon 
the Prime Minister to pass unnoticed. I 
differ entirely from my noble friend upon 
this question. I think there has been no 
ambiguity whatever about the speeches 
of the Prime Minister. The Prime 
Minister fully explained the policy of 
the Government of which he is the head 
at Sheffield, Manchester, Edinburgh, and 
at the Albert Hall, and he declared in 
his first speech that the policy of the 
Party which he leads was that during the 
life of the present Parliament there should 
be no tax whatever upon food. To that 
the Prime Minister has strictly adhered. 
He has also declared that it is the duty 
of any Government to endeavour to make 
the best terms they can for the general 
good of this country in regard to bar- 
gaining with other countries. To that 
statement Mr. Balfour has adhered. In 
his speech at Edinburgh the Prime 
Minister declared—and his statement 
received the approval of all the members 
of the Unionist Party—that it would be 
well that a conference should be held to 
consider how we could find a closer union 
with those Colonies who are so dear to 
us, and to whom we are so dear. But 
in making that statement the Prime 
Minister pledged himself to nothing. 


To-night, my Lords, a fresh issue is 


raised. [Cries of ““No,no!”] Oh, ves, 
it is. We are now being asked by noble 


Lords to bind the conference to a cer- 
tain course of procedure. [Cries of “‘ No, 
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no!”] Iventure to say that if you ask 
the colonials to meet us they must be 
allowed to have a perfectly free hand 
ard be able to tell us freely and un- 
reservedly what in their opinion is for 
the benefit of the Colonies they reyre- 
sent. Of course, it does not follow 
that we are bound by their recom- 
mendations. The Government maintains 
that the more openly the members of 
the conference are allowed to speak the 
better it will be for the whole country 
and for the whole Empire. The Prime 
Minister has said that the recommenda- 
tions of the conference will not become 
the law of the land until the country has 
had an opportunity of declaring in favour 
of those recommendations. Upon this 
point there is absolutely no ambiguity 
with regard to the policy of the Prime 
Minister. 


It has been 
endeavour, I think very uniustifiably, 
to create a split in the Unionist 
Party, that Mr. Balfour one day plays 
up to the Tariff Reform League and 
another day he plays up to the free- 
fooders. In my opinion he has done 
nothing of the sort. He has distinctly 
stated that he will be no party to a tax 
upon food. I myself have the privilege 
of being a colleague of the Prime Minister, 
and if I thought there was any question 
of taxing the food of this country I would 
not remain a member of the Government 
for another day. But there is no such 
question about the matter. The country 
has to decide the question, and if the 
people decide that preference should be 
given by a tax upon food in this country, 
then I must bow to the opinion of the 
country ; but, until that opinion is stated, 
I, for one, am opposed entirely and un- 
questionably to any tax upon food. 
I apologise for intervening in the debate, 
but I could not sit here and listen to an 
attack of this kind upon the Prime 
Minister without saying something in 
reply, although that attack might come 
from the most humble of his followers. 


*THE Eart or CREWE: I confess 
that to me the most deplorable feature 


of this debate is that we are com- 
pelled to revise our Parliamentary 
opinion of my noble friend who 


has moved the previous Question. I 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 


stated by those who, 
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always believed that my noble friend 
Lord Camperdown was a very courageous 
politician, and I have had the honour 
of sitting with him in this House for 
nearly twenty years. The first time 
1 was associated with him politically 
was when I had the privilege of sitting 
with him or a Private Bill Committee of 
which he was the Chairman, and it was 
then that I voticed the courage with 
which he was accustomed to speak, and 
how he used to roll over like ninepins 
the most experienced Parliamentary 
counsel. Ever since that time I have 
regarded my noble friend as a man of 
strong opinions, by no means averse to 
the strong expression of those opinions, 
and now I find it is my noble friend 


above all others who is to be found 
shivering and sheltering behind the 
ramparts of the previous Question. 


If this Motion had been moved from the 
Front Bench opposite none of us would 
have felt any surprise. What has hap- 
pened here and in another place 
has enabled us to appraise pretty cor- 
rectly the standard of Parliamentary 
courage of His Majesty’s Government. 
That standard is, in fact. like that of the 
foreign gentleman who declared that he 
was afraid of nothing in the world except 
danger. His Majesty’s Government, when 
the attack has been sounded, have ouly 
had one word of command, and that is 
“right about face.” They have adopted 
the white feather as their permanent 
and authorised badge. I am sorry to see 
my noble friend on the Cross Benclies 
wearing that badge, and we regard his 
collapse upon this occasion rather with 
sorrow than with anger. 


I should like to appeal to the 
impartial people in this House— and 


I suppose that in this Assembly 
there are more impartial peop.e 


than in most other political Assemblies— 
as to whether there is anything unreason- 
able or unfair in the noble Duke’s desire 
to obtain from the Government a clear 
opinion upon this perfectly plain issue. 
After all, my Lords, what is the situation 
as it stands? Onthe one hand you have 
a section of the Unionist Party led by Mr. 
Chamberlain, whose views are perfectly 
well known, comprising colonial preference 
founded upon the taxation of food, 
and also comprising a general tariff 
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and a penal tariff. Belonging to the | 


same Party you have another body 
of men, of whom Lord Hugh Cecil is 
perhaps the type, who are not 
altogether opposed to the notion of 
employing retaliation, but who on the 
other hand are totally opposed to the 
views expressed by Mr. Chamberlain. 
Those two parties are not merely anta- 
gonistic, but they are to all appearances 
absolutely irreconcilable. They are, in fact, 
the two straight lines which will not meet. 
It certainly is a very remarkable fact 
that both those parties, owing to the 
nebulous character of the declarations 
made by the Prime Minister upon this 
question of free trade, are able to follow 
him side by side just as the Children of 
Israel followed the Pillar of Cloud through 
the wilderness. This particular pillar 
of cloud is certainly bound to land one 
section or the other ultimately into a 
morass. Ido not want to dwell upon the 
moral aspect of the situation, but because 
something was said upon this point a 
night or two ago in this House, and I 
know it offended the susceptibilities of the 
noble Lord sitting on the Woolsack. Upon 
this point I will only repeat what was 
said by Lord Robertson, that it is marvel- 
lously clever of the Prime Minister to 
have induced two parties holding irre- 
concilable views upon this fiscal question 
to follow him side by side. I think it 
is quite as clever as though in 1886, 
Mr. Gladstone—I apologise to his 
memory for making the suggestion— 
ha been able to make declarations which 
would have caused the noble 
opposite to believe that he was an ardent 
Unionist, and at the same time to cause 
Mr. John Morley to believe that he was 
an ardent Home Ruler. On that point I 
will only say that if Mr. Gladstone had 
done so, and had obtained two or three 
more years of power by so doing, the 
eulogies and appreciations which, when 
his career was summed up, were expressed 
about him trom both sides of the House 
would, I venture to think, have been 
modified in some very essential particu- 
lars, 

But amid all the mists of the 
Prime Minister’s speeches he has made 
one perfectly clear declaration, and that 
is, that he is not a protectionist. In fact, 
he has said that if the Conservative 


Duke | 
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Party became a protectionist Party, 
although he might not leave it, he cer- 
tainly would not lead it. Now how 
far does that declaration take us? Does 
that necessarily involve any difterence 
between his views and those of Mr. 
Chamberlain? Is Mr. Chamberlain a 
protectionist ? I believe he says that he 
is not. Iam bound to say that while he 
has travelled about the country. I have 
read utterances of Mr. Chamberlain in 
which, for instance, he has spoken of 
the decay of the watch trade at Prescot 
or the button trade at Birmingham, 
and those utterances lead me to suppose 
that he desires tariffs to be imposed in 
order to maintain small industries which 
otherwise might perish. There is also the 
fact that Mr. Chamberlain is never tired 
of alluding to the comparative pros- 
perity of protectionist countries, ap- 
parently because they are protectionist. 
In spite of that I am quite willing to 
admit that protection is not the main 
object of Mr. Chambeclain’s campaign. 
The main object of his campaign, I 
firmly believe. is to establish colonial 
preference. Still, I feel that if by intro- 
ducing colonial] preference and a general 
and penal tariff Mr. Chamberlain was 
to cause certain trades to be protected, 


-thereby instituting a system of some- 


thing like protection in this country, 
he would not regard it as a matter for 
regret, but as a matter for rejoicing. 
Mr. Chamberlain has never concealed 
this fact from the country. Have we 
any evidence that the Prime Minister 
would not do the same? Is there any 
evidence that if under the guise of 
retaliation and preference something 
like a preferential system was set up 
in this country, Mr. Balfour would 
regard it as a matter of serious regret, 
provided that it was pot nominally 
and specifically called a system of pro- 
tection? Ithink he would rather rejoice 
at this by-product of protection. 
It must also be remembered that the 
form of retaliation which, according to 
Mr. Chamberlain, uncontradicted by 
any member of the Government so far, 
is the only one which may be reasonably 
debated, that is to say, of a general tariff 
accompanied by a penal tariff, is 
undoubtedly a form of retaliation 
which must, if it is carried out, 
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involve a very large measure of pro- 
tection. For this reason, that it is 
certain in a great many cases that the 
foreigner would sacrifice some portion of 
his foreign trade to keep his home trade 
protected. If you come to a contest be- 
tween two Powers in this matter of 
retaliation, the Power which is expressly 
vrotectionist and wants to keep up its 
duties in order to protect its own indus- 
try has a great advantage over the other 
Power which only wishes to retaliate in 
the name of free trade. That appears to 
me to be perfectly clear. 


I will say one word as regards the ques- 
tion of the conference which was raised in 
the speech of my noble friend Lord Minto. 
I confess that I have never entirely 
understood what was the meaning of the 
phrase “free and unfettered confer- 
ence ” which is used so glibly by a number 
of speakers on this subject. Tf you 
can conceive a number of people meeting 
in conference with their minds abso- 
lutely blank op every subject which 
they could be called upon to discuss, it 
is evident that the conference must be 
simply inefficient and unbusinesslike. 
Surely it is a fact that whenever a num- 
ber of people meet to confer upon any 
subject they either confer on pre- 
conceived lines, or else they have the 
authority of some othe: person or body 
who have delegated to them definite 
and explicit instructions; and, there- 
fore, if this conference is to meet, one 
is bound to presume that the repre- 
sentatives of this country must have 
some explicit instructions upon which 
to go. If, for instance, th: conference 
is to be held before the presert Govern- 
ment leaves office, it is impossible to 
conceive that Mr. Lyttelton, who I 
imagine would represent the Government, 
could ome before it and state that 
he was absolutely without instructions 
upon any question connected with prefer- 
ential trade. The Colonial Secretary’s 
opinions are well known, for he has 
stated them freely in public, and to 
imagine that he can be treated as having 
an open mind on this subject seems to in- 
volve a parody upon the whole business 
which really takes it out of the domain 
of practical politics altogether. 


It is my opinion that this conference 
under no circumstances should be held 


The Earl of Crewe. 


{LORDS} 
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before a general election has taken 
place. I have such confidence in 
the statesmanship of the men who hold 
high Ministerial office in the Colonies 
that I look forward with something like 


certainty to their suggesting that in view 


of the political situation at home they 
will not be prepared to join in a con- 
ference in the course of next summer, 
assuming that His Majesty’s Government 
are in power at that time. But if the 
conference is to be held while the present 
Government is in power, it does not seem 
too much for us to ask that a preliminary 
declaration should be made that, so far 
as it is possible to gauge the’ opinion of 
the people, this country is not now in 
favour of the taxation of food. I say 
this for two reasons. In the first place, 
my Lords, that is the system under which 
we are living at the present time, and the 
system of no preferential taxation upon 
food holds the field. Until the 
country expresses its opinion to the con- 
trary it seems to me quite reasonal le 
that the existing system should be put 
forward as that which the country at the 
present time favours. That is my first 
reason. 


The second reason is that the trend 
of public opinion shows that by-elec- 
tions, which though they may not be con- 
sidered a forcible argument for a change 
of Government, are forcible as showing the 
trend of public opinion. These by-elec- 
tions have shown that the principle of 
the taxation of food by way of preference 
is not one which is accepted by the 
people of this country. Of course, if 
after a general election the country 
chooses to reverse its present fiscal 
system, it can do so, I may say that 
those of us who are in favour of free 
trade will, I am sure, fight up to the 
last ditch for its defence, but if the 
country chooses, after consideration, to 
say that protection is not a bad thing 
and that colonial preference is a desir- 
able thing, then we must resign ourselves 
to becoming a country under a system 
of protection. On the other hand if, as 
all the indications go to show, this 
country means to adhere to a system of 
free trade, surely it must be a very 
dangerous and unwise thing to invite a 
discussion upon the one subject which has 
to be decided by the electors at the next 
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general election, and which then will te 
ruled out of Court as improper for dis- 
cussion altogether, Nobody was more 
strong upon this point than Mr. Cham- 
berlain himself, for he said at an early 
stage of these discussions that it would 
bs a great misfortune if after a Colonial 
Conference the country were to turn 
round and say it wou'd not entertain the 
conclusion at which certain people might 
arrive. Mr. Chamberlain foresaw that it 
would be a distinctly damaging thing 
to our colonial relations that this 
conference should take place, and 
that under the presidency of a 
protectionist Colonial Secretary certain 
conclusions might be reached which the 
country would desire to reverse. I 
hope by vour votes to-night your Lord- 
ships will agree to state it as your 
reasyned opinion that it is unwise to 
submit this question to a Colonial 
Conference until the opinion of the 
country has been taken at a general 
election. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: I think that 
the real point that is before your Lord- 
ships this evening is whether it is desir- 
able in the interests of the country that 
not only Parliament, not only the Unionist 
Party, but the country should have a 
clear idea of what is the view of the 
Prime Minister and his colleagues upon 
some of the most important parts of 
the fiscal question. It is probable that 
an election is near, and I should have 
thought that those who are in favour of 
the Prime Minister’s policy would have 
preferred before it is referred to the con- 
stituencles that it shoull stand out 
clearly by itself without the patronage of 
another policy which is not the same 
policy, but which seems likely to over- 
shadow the Prime Minister’s policy at the 
ele:tion. As ome who is far more in 
favour of the Prime M'nister’s policy than 
of the other policy which is its rival, I 
regret that reticence and obscurity should 
give the opportunity to the rival policy 
to make progress in the country and, 
above all, in the Party itself. Noble 
Lords opposite may not be sorry if Mr. 
Balfour and his friends are tarred with 
the brnsh of being in favour of the 
taxation of food. It may be to the 
political interests of a Party that it 
Should be tho ght that Mr. Balfour holds 
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th: view that a tax upon corn might 


fairly be brought into the discussion at 
the next Colonial Conference. That may 
be to the advantage of those who wish to 
weaken Mr. Balfour in order to have a 
better chance at the election, but it is 
certainly not in the interests of the 
friends of Mr. Balfour himself, and I 
think that he would do better for him- 
self, better for his own prestige, and 
better for his own followers if he would let 
the country know distinctly by a plain 
declaration not only how far he goes, 
but how far he is not prepared to go, 
It is upon the latter part that the coun- 
try is so ignorant. 


I have placed before your Lord- 
ships what I consider to be the 
most important point that is before 
your Lordships to-night. It is the 
question of how far Ministers go, 
and how far they are prepared 
to give the limits of their policy so that 
it can be understood by the people at 
large. Before I enter a little more fully 
but briefly into that question, let me say 
a word or two on that part of my 
noble friend the Duke of Devonshire’s 
Motion which refers to the Colonial 
Conference. It is, according to the 
Government, to be an _ unfettered 
Colonial Conference ; that is the view 
which is held by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and there are to be no declara- 
tions which would fetter their repre- 
sentatives or which would at all limit 
the discussion at such a conference. 
Then I presume the conference is open 
to discuss taxation upon raw material. 
[ would ask my noble friend the 
Leader of this House whether he as- 
sents to that view? Why should there 
be a distinction between food and raw 
material? [ should like to hear from 
my noble friend a statement upon that 
point. Why should there be a dis- 
tinction between food and raw ma- 
terial? If the conference is to be 
entirely unfettered, and that is the 
belief, then it is to be unfettered as 
regards raw material and the taxation 
of such articles as wool equally as it 
is with the taxation of food. I should 
be glad if my noble friend would sig- 
nifv even by a word whether I am 
right or not in my contention that the 
conference will be unfettered as regards 
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either of these two subjects. I have 
no reply on that point from my noble 
friend, but perhaps I shall have a 
reply later in the evening. Meanwhile 
I assume, in fact I am bound to assume, 
from the language which has been used, 
that the conference is to be unfettered 
as regards raw material. And why ? 
Because no declaration, no positive 
declaration, has been made to. the con- 
trary. But if there has been a declara- 
tion as regards raw material and if 
that is the view of the Government, why 
should they not make a parallel declara- 
tion about the taxation of food. That 
is & serious question. Are our fellow- 


subjects, the Colonists, going to enter this | 


conference, when it takes place, equally 
unfettered with ourselves? Are their 
public men going equally to declare that 
every subject is open for discussion ? 
I have read many declarations of their 
public men, but I have nct found one 
of them favourable to the admission of 
British manufactures into their colonies 
to compete on equal terms with their 
own manufactures. They are prepared 
to give us a preference, but they are 
not prepared to give us equal terms. 
That is to say, they fetter their repre- 
sentatives in advance by such declara- 
tions. If that is so, why should not we 
take the same course, and by a frank 
and unreserved declaration of our views 
put our representatives as regards the 
taxation of raw material and food in the 
Same position as the colonial representa- 
tives will be as regards the admission 
of British manufactures on equal terms 
with colonial manufactures. Let there 
be reciprocity in this case. Let the 
representatives from both sides come oi 
equal terms. From all that I have read 
of the views of our fellow-subjects across 
the sea I am perfectly certain that they 
will recognise the fairness of the conten- 
tion which I have put forward; and I 
believe that they would prefer now to 
know what are the views of His 
Majesty’s Government with regard to 
the taxation of food. I think it would 
be much fairer that they should know. 


But who is to decide this? It is said 
that it is to be decided by the next 
election; but is no lead to be given to 
the electors with regard to the taxation 
of food? Or is the lead only to come 


Viscount Goschen. 
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from Mr. Chamberlain and not from 


the Leader of the Conservative and 
Unionist Party? Does the Prime Minis- 
ter not consider now, after the discussion 
that has taken place, that the time 
has come when he can frankly declare 
for himself that he believes it is worth 
while taxing food for the purpose of 
colonial preference. I believe myself 
that he holds that view, and f{ have 
come to this conclusion after a 
careful study of his various utterances, 
A careful study of those utterances 
points to this conclusion, thit intellectu- 
ally he would be in favour of that 
course, and he would be glad if the 
mandate of the people were to be to 
the effect that he might hold out to the 
Colonies that there should be taxation 
of food in this country. My Lords, I 
do not think we are here to-night to 
discuss the merits of the question of 
the taxation of food. Ido not propose 
to enter for a moment into the ques- 
tion of whether corn ought to be taxed 
or not, or whether there ought to be 
a general and penal tariff. My noble 
friend the Duke of Marlborough entered 
into the question of the merits of the 
taxation of food, and whether or not 
it ought to be taxed. But that is not, 
so far as I can judge the matter, the 
main point to-night. Our object to-night 
is to elicit, if we can, some declaration from 
His Majesty’s Government as to the policy 
they hold. 


My noble friend Lord Camperdown has 
moved the previous Question, and, if he 
will permit me to say so, I donot think that 
he realises the importance of the present 
position, as it was put before your Lord- 
ships in the striking speech of his Grace 
the Duke of Devonshire. The Duke of 
Devonshire showed the importance of 
arriving at the truth, and I should like to 
impress upon your Lordships, if I were 
able to do so, the importance of distin- 
guishing between the policy of the Prime 
Minister and the policy of Mr. Cham- 
berlain, The Duke of Marlborough 
stated that there were few differences, 
in fact he said that he was not aware 
of differences between Mr. Cham- 
berlain’s and Mr. Balfour’s policy. Now 
let me remind the noble Duke that Mr. 
Chamberlain is for “the Bill, the whole 
Bill, and nothing but the Bill, ’ and he will 
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hear nothing of anyone who does not 
agree with him. Therefore, if there 
are no differences, it follows that 
Mr. Balfour a!so goes for the Bill, the 
whole Bill, and nothing but the Bill. I 
do not believe that that is so. I think 
my noble friend the Duke of Marlborough, 
in his effort to minimise the differences 
between Mr. Chamberlain and Mr. Bal- 
four, uttered a sentence which it would 
be difficult to confirm by evidence, and 
which Mr. Balfour himself would be 
sorry to see confirmed by evidence, 
because I feel positively certain, not- 
withstanding all the evidence that can 
be produced—and it is strong evidence 
—to the contrary; notwithstanding all 
the evidence that has been produced, I 
hold that there is a striking difference, 
a fundamental difference, a difference in 
essentials, and a difference in spirit and 
tone, between the policy of the Prime 
Minister and the policy of Mr. Chamber- 
lain, 


Evidence has been produced to this 
effect By the Duke of Devonshire, and I 
could produce further evidence if it were 
necessary, Tam absolutely convinced that 
I understand Mr. Balfour, and I believe 
that he is not in agreement with the great 
scheme, the fine plans, and the magnifi- 
cent structure of tariff reform which is 


the favourite theme of Mr. Chamberlain. , 


Mr. Chamberlain has got a vast plan, 
by which he sees that hundreds of 
thousands of British workmen are to 
find employment, and he is in favour of 
a plan by which foreign goods are to be 
excluded to the extent that emp!oyment 
on a vast scale is immediately to be en- 
sured in this country. Mr. Chamberlain 
wishes to recast fundamentally the whole 
of our trade, and he draws splendid 
pictures of the future of the country 
which is to ensue. I find nothing of that 
kind in the half-sheet of notepaper of 
the Prime Minister. That tiny document 
is not included in the great programme 
of Mr. Chamberlain. Mr. Chamberlain 
may fairly see—and I wish to be per 
fectly fair in this respect—that the 
greater includes the less, and as retalia- 
tion would fit in to a certain extent with 
his plans, he can, therefore, fairly say 
that he is not at issue with Mr. Balfour, 
because the greater includes the less. 
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cent prospectus. But the lesser often 
includes the greater, but I do not 
think that the half-sheet of note- 
paper includes the vast plans of Mr. 
Chamberlain. The Duke of Devonshire 
has given your Lordships evidence to 
that effect, and I will not endeavour to 
produce any special direct evidence in 
the same direction. 


I wish, however, to put this before your 
Lordships, that the whole spirit of the 
speeches of the Prime Minister i- utterly 
different from the spirit of the speeches of 
Mr. Chamberlain, not, I admit, as regards 
the Colonial Conference, but as regards 
tariffreform. I maintain that Mr. Balfour 
is not near Mr. Chamberlain in this 
respect and the whole of his speeches 
are different Here is one small piece of 
evidence. Mr. Balfour never alludes to 
the Tariff Reform Commission. The 
Tar-ff Reform Commission consists of a 
number cf amiable and capable gentle- 
men who are sitting together and 
endeavouring to work out with great 
pains and at great expense a scientific 
tariff. Now I have searched in vain ip 
Mr. Balfour’s speeches for any reference 
to the labours of this Commission or any 
appreciation of the werk they are per- 
forming, or any desire that that work 
should ever be concluded. There is no 
evidence whatever that Mr. Balfour 
appreciates the construction of a scien- 
tific general and penal tariff. I never see 
him using the arguments of Mr. Cham- 
berlain and drawing those magnificent 
pictures of how by enormously increasing 
employment he is going to change the 
whole face of the industrial character of 
this country. Mr. Balfour says nothing 
of the kind. Mr. Balfour does not say 
that if we only exclude certain imports 
the working men will have so much more 
in wages per week themseives; in fact, 
his tendency is far more to endeavour to 
open the door of foreign countries to our 
merchandise than it is to shut our doors 
against the merchandise from abroad. 
Mr. Balfour is not so anxious to exclude 


‘all foreign manufactures, but he wishes 


by the power of negotiation to be able 
to force the door of other countries wider 
open. 


Lord Grimthorpe stated that he saw 


Consequently the tiny document may no difference between the two, but I 
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can see a vast difference between 
them, and I expect that a great number 
of the supporters of Mr. Balfour also 
see a great difference between them. 
The evidence in favour of this 
contention is very substantial evidence. 


I have no time, my Lords, nor have I any | 


desire, to increase the volume of evidence 
in that direction, but nevertheless I 
maintain that Mr. Balfour is not in 
sympathy with Mr. Chamberlain on the 
penal and general tariff. I go further, 
and make the assertion that Mr. Balfour 
is iurther removed from Mr. Chamberlain 
and his policy at the present moment 
than he was at the beginning; that he 
has not gone nearer but is more alarmed 
than he was at the dimensions of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s programme. As a matter 
of fact, I believe Mr. Balfour has been 
shocked to a certain extent by the 
economical phantasies of his right hon. 
friend, and in that sense he is more 
careful now against being carried away 
by Mr. Chamberlain. I feel certain that 
intellectually Mr. Balfour has not 
surrendered. As regards his will and 
other portions of his character, I am not 
sure how far the fascination of a strong 
man may not have affected him to a 
certain extent. Ido say, however, that 
Mr. Balfour’s silence when Mr. Chamber- 
lain desires to annex him, and when he 


has declared that they are both agreed in ' 


essentials, is significant, and it is in my 
judgment absolutely deplorable. It is 
a silence that has done immense harm to 
the Party and has led to much mystifica- 
tion and contusion inthe country. That 
silence, if it is maintained too long, will 
have the effect that his more moderate 
programme will be swept away by the 
mightier programme of his right hon. 
friend. I do not think Mr. Balfour is 
sufficiently bold in his illustrations and 
he confines himself too much to the half- 
sheet of notepaper. 


As regards retaliation, Mr. Chamber- 
lain gives great instances to illus- 
trate his own pesition. He speaks of 
cement, straw-plaiting, glass, and tin- 
plates, and whatever industries he men- 
tions he puts forward his case in a manner 
which is ‘‘understanded of the people,” 
as he says himself. Mr. Chamberlain 
himself says I make myself plain and 
I am understood, Mr. Balfour, on the 


Viscount Goschen. 
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other hand, has refrained on every 
occasion from giving any significant 
illustration of his policy of retaliation. 
He is too timid and two cautious, 
he does not place before his country- 
men and his followers a clear case, and 
he remains too abstract, and, therefore, 
they do not follow him. Consequently 
you have on the one side Mr, Chamber- 
lain with his clearness of utterance and 
his distinctness, and on the other 
side Mr. Balfour, who will not ex- 
plain his views except by means of 
the half-shect of notepaper and who, 
as we were told by the Duke of Marl- 
| borough, has got other things to do 
than to explain his speeches or to be 
_cross-questioned with regard to the 
| interpretations which other people have 
put upon those speeches. The result 
is, that Mr. Chamberlain is understood 
by everybody and Mr. Balfour is not. 
‘It would be to the advantage of the 
‘country and to the advantage of the 
| Unionist Party if Mr. Balfour were under- 
| stood, but he is not. On the gne side 
you have the clear iran aed 
of Mr. Chamberlain and on the other 
| side you have the ambiguity of silence. 
On the one side you have the flaring 
| poster that everybody can read, and 
on the other side you have the half- 
sheet of notepaper. On the one side 
you have the very lust of battle, and 
on the other side a leaning towards 
tactics and manceuvres. Under these 
circumstances how can we be surprised if 
it seems asif the annexation of Mr. Balfour 
and his Party would be carried out. 





| 
| 
H 
| 
| 


Above all, the country desires to have 
plain utterances, and in this particular 
the clear policy will have an advantage 
over the obscure policv. What does Mr. 
| Chamberlain say ? He says, “ We cannot 
afford to be obscure.’ Can the Prime 
Minister afford to be obscure? If he 
has been obscure, he has been called 
upon to pay a very heavy penalty. 
What has been that penalty? It is the 
obscurity of the Prime Minister that has 
helped to shatter the fortunes of his own 
Party. What are we tosay of Mr. Balfour's 
supporters in the House of Commons, 
who sit silent while Mr. Chamberlain, 
justly or unjustly, makes an audacious 
annexation of their chief? They see the 
| embarrassing embrace take place without 
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a remonstrance. If they believe in the 
cause of the Prime Minister, do they 
believe in the half-sheet of notepaper 
and do they believe that the policy of 
the Prime Minister is a safer policy and 
more adequate to the requirements of 
this country ? Do they believe that Mr. 
Balfour’s policy is superior to the policy 
of Mr. Chamberlain? If they do why 
do they sit silent, and why do they 
not spring to their ieet when they hear 
Mr. Chamberlain say that there is no 
difference between his whole Bill and 
nothing but the Bill and the half-sneet of 
notepaper of the Prime Minister? It is 
inconceivable that they remain silent 
with a kind of chuckle of Party satis- 
faction because they are still able to 
show a Majority in the division lobby and 
because their Party has been so managed 
that they still maintain a majority of 
about seventy. These heavy - hearted 
legislators issue from crowded lobbies to 
victories which are of no use to them what- 
ever. I must say that these supporters of 
Mr. Balfour, who will not speak, and who 
do not show that they prefer his policy 
to that of Mr. Chamberlain, deserve the 
scclding and the scornful scolding which 
they received at the hands of Mr. 
Chamberlain the other day. Politicians 
he called them. He said— 


‘Pioneers we are, but they are politicians.” 


This has been quoted to you already, 
and a more insulting phrase seems to me 
never to have been uttered in reference to 
the numerous followers of the Prime Min- 
ister. He told them that the time would 
come when they would creep round in 
order to claim part ef the victory in 
which they had had no share. Whom did 
Mr. Chamberlain mean? He did not 
mean the free - fooders, he did not mean 
the Elliots, the Hugh Cecils, and the 
other free-fooders who have had the 
compliment paid them by Mr. Chamber- 
lain that he was anxious that they 
should leave the Party; but as for Mr. 
Balfour’s supporters, who had the cause 
of the Prime Minister in their keeping 
and custody, he is determined that they 
are to be dragooned into hiscamp. That 
has come ir consequence of the silence 
of the Prime Minister, and how much 
longer is that silence to last? Is it not 
time that the nation should know clearly 
what the Prime Minister’s views are 
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upon this question? I shall be glad if 
the Government will take this late 
opportunity of giving us some light. 


I think the Duke of Marlborough need 
not fear that a vote upon the previous 
Question in favour of either of the propo- 
sitions of the Duke of Devonshire would 
be a rebuff to one of their valued sup- 
porters. I think the Prime Mninister’s 
followers have received sufficient rebuffs 
from Mr. Chamberlain himself that they 
need not be so very tender about rebuffs. 
We are told that Ministers should not 
speak to-night because it is uncon- 
stitutional tor a private Member to 
put Resolutions of this kind upon the 
Paper. I think the noble Duke said we 
were a body for revision, and ought not 
to take these leaps into future policy. 
I think, however, that our Notice Paper 
shows that there frequently are such 
leaps into the future. There is, neverthe- 
less, this reply to be made: that if this 
is an unusual course it is a course forced 
upon us, and forced upon those like my- 
self who do not enter upon this question in 
a Party spirit, and who are only anxious 
that the nation and the public should be 
fully informed upon this question. This 
is @ course which has been forced upon 
us by what has happened in another 
place. Ii in the House of Commons 
these Motions cannot be discussed, surely 
it is right and wise and opportune that 
an opportunity should be given in this 
House for Questions being asked, and if 
possible’ for those Questions being 
answered. 


I feel certain that my noble friend 
the Leader of this House, if it were 
open for him to do so, would answer 
one of the Questions which my noble 
friend the Duke of Devonshire has 
asked at once. The question I refer to 
is, ls the Government in favour of a 
general and penal tariff? Would any 
harm be done by answering that Ques- 
tion? Let us leave the Colonies fora 
I ask 
again, would any harm be done by the 
Government telling us straight whether 
they are in favour of a general and peral 
tariff? If they will not tell us that, 
what is the country to think? The 
country will go to an election, but what 
are the unfortunate followers of Mr. 
_ Balfour to say when they are tackled in 
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their constituencies ? 

Is the Government in favour of a general 
and penal tariff?” They will reply, 
“T cannot tell you at all; they will not 
give us an Answer, in fact, they evade the 
Answer through the previous Question.” 
What will they think? These refined 
excuses will not be acceptable to the 
country at large, because they desire 
that a straight Answer should be given. 
I will not say that my noble friend the 
Leader of this House holds the view that 
a general and penal tariff is possible, for, 
whatever he may think on other questions, 
I hold him guiltless of such a view. 
Nevertheless, it would be far better for 
himself and for his friends if he would 
give a clear Answer to that Question on 
behalf of the Government. Remember 
what Mr. Chamberlain has said. He 
has said— 

“We cannot afford to be obscure.” 


I say that the Government cannot 
afford to be obscure. By this obscurity 
the Government are driving a number of 
their followers into Mr. Chamberlain’s 
camp, and this will be the inevitable 
result if they do not cease to be obscure. I 
am apprehensive that, if they do not break 
this silence, they will lose their hold upon 
their own Party and also their hold upon 
the country, and I will add that they must 
take care that they do not lose their hold 
upon themselves, and that they are not 
swept beyond the point to which they 
are ready to go by the strong tide of a 
wightier will than their own. Let them 
take care that they do not lose hold of 
themselves. I wish that it were possible, 
even at this last moment, for the Govern- 
ment to emerge from that region of 
silence and shadowy mist in which they 
have dwelt too long, and come out into 
the light of day. I hope the Govern- 
ment will come forward and clearly and 
plainly pronounce their policy and take 
the consequences like men. 


Viscount RIDLEY: Having moved 
the Motion at the Albert Hall to which 
the Duke of Devonshire has called 
attention, I should be lacking in cour- 


tesy to this House if I did not offer a) 


few observations upon that point in the 
course of this debate. I am a little in 
doubt as to what branch of the two 
parallel lines I should address myself 


Viscount Goschen. 


{LORDS} 
They wil] be asked | 


Reform. 


dd52 


to. The Motion of the noble Duke 
contains some economic propositions to 
which we are invited to say “Yes” or 
‘“*No,” and to which economic proposi- 
tions a certain number of the speeches 
have been directed. On the other hand, 
the noble Duke himself, and a great 
number of the speakers who followed 
him, devoted themselves to an attempt 
to confuse the policy of the Govern- 
ment, which, although I would wish to 
carry it further, is perfectly clear to me, 
and which, after all, the Government has 
no need to pronounce upon at the 
present moment, because that policy is 
not before Parliament. Let me be frank 
at once with the House. As_ regards 
the economic propos.tions put forward 
by the noble Duke, I see no reason 
why they should not be met by a 
direct negative. I would controvert 
every proposition which is contained in 
the Motion before the House. 


What are the circumstances? Perhaps 
your Lordships will forgive me if 1 dwell 
upon some economic arguments. We 
are faced with a situation in which 
foreign tariffs increase and our own 
country remains without a tariff. We 
are faced with the situation whereby 
our own Colonies are developed on 
similar lines. At the same time we are 
constantly being told, and have been 
told for years, that the fiscal system of 
this country needs revision, if only from 
the economic need for broadening the 
basis of existing taxation. In short, 
my Lords, when we look upon what 
free trade has brought us during 
the period we have enjoyed _ the 
so-called blessing of free trade, I am 
tempted to ask what is the real mean- 
ing of free trade in the mouths of those 
who use those phrases. Have we really 
enjoyed the blessings of free exchange 
of goods with other countries, or are 
we going to enjoy it with our Colonies ? 
What is free trade if it does not mean 
some extension of the area upon which 
our merchants can have free trade? I 
would ask Lord Grimthorpe, who said 
that Mr. Balfour and Mr. Chamberlain 
were indulging in an attack upon free 
trade, to tell this House what free trade 
has brought us, and how we have ex- 
tended the area of free trade. Is it 
not a fact that Germany and the 
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United States enjoy a greater area of 
free trade for their manufactures than 
we do? They not only enjoy a great 
area in their own country but they 
very often penetrate into our own 


Empire and enjoy our markets as well | 
I submit that some kind | 


as their own. 
of a preferential system involving some 
kind of tariff will do more to extend 
our real area of free trade. 


Lord Goschen dwelt much upon the 
point that we ‘ound that our policy would 
not admit goods into our Colonies any 


more than into other nations, and that | 


is perfectly true. Can the noble Lord, 
however, point to any countries which 
would admit our goods on fair and 
equal terms? He 


Neither he nor any otner Member of 
this House can point to a single possi- 


bility of extending our area of free | 


trade except under such a reform of 
the fiscal system as is now proposed. 


That is an analysis of the situation in| 


which we are placed, and an analysis 
in which, let it be observed, Mr. Balfour 


and Mr. Chamberlain have never deviated | 


one jot from each other, and which 
practically the whole of this House will 
agree to, whatever they may say as tothe 
methods by which the situation is pro- 
posed to be changed. That being the 
case, the policy of the Government is to 
proceed by means of retaliation and by 
a Colonial Conference. 
myseli, belong to the Tariff Reform 
League have throughout accepted that 
policy. It is perfectly true that we 
haye a larger and more complete scheme, 
hut we see no reason to differ from the 
remedies which are proposed by the 
(rovernment. 
accept that policy whole-heartedly, and 
Taccept it frankly for the reason that I 
do not believe you can apply retaliation 
or hold a Colonial Conference without its 
result ng in the practical application of 
some such tariff as that for which we 
are asking. I am perfectly frank with 
the House in that matter, and I will give 
one or two broad reasons for that view. 


In the first place we are to a certain 
extent discussing the economic situation 
Without the book. There ought to be 
ln the Government Departments of this 


Country a bureau which would constantly | 
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Those who, like | 


I may say that I, for one, | 
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| and thoroughly be investigating the con- 
| ditions of trade between this country and 
| foreign nations, ad examining the current 
‘of trade. I may b> told that the Board 
| of Trade does a great deal in this direction, 
but it does not do anything like what 
similar Boards do in othercountries. We 
| have therefore very | ttle evidence to go 
upon. We have got the statements 
of politicians and ©! economists each 
investigating from their own point of 
view. Aconsiderable amount of evidence 
'has be2n brought forward before the 
| Tariff Commission. Ido n t pretend to 
say that that Commission has been 
arranged by the Government, or that it 


has the same opportunities of in- 
| vestigation as a Government Com- 
| mission would have. Let me_ here 


point out that the Tariff Reform League 
and the Tariff Commission are separate 
}and distinct bodies, and have nothing 
to do with each other. The Tariff Com- 
mission 1s composed of a number of 
| manufacturers, and not politicians, who 
are distinguished in their own branch 
of the subject, and whose interest it 
would not be to suggest a Colonial Con- 
ference or colonial preference upless it 
was their genuine belief that it would 
be beneficial, and they do not consider 
it from a Party point of view. They 
have collected evidence not from one 
quarter but from every quarter of the 
country, and the conclusion which they 
have unanimously come to is that the 
system which ought to be established 
is one involving a general tarff and 
not a large tariff. They consider that 
there should be a tariff for bargaining 
with foreign nations which would admit 
our goods upon fairer terms, and also a 
tariff for preferential trading with our 
Colonies. 


li your Lordships will deign to 
turn up the Report of the Tariff 
| Commission, and there are few more 


valuable pieces of work that can be 
studied, you will find that only the iron, 
steel, and cotton trades have been re- 
ported upon, but they say that on 
general lines the system they have 
recommended shoull be pursued, and 
they say that unanimously, That is 
/some evidence upon which to go. I 
admit this evidence will have to be 
carried further, and noble Lords would 
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doubtless like to establish their own 
Commission. At any rate, the evidence 
of the Tariff Commission Report is better 
than the unsupported word of politicians, 
however eminent, and they have decided 
in favour of a general tariff. A general 
tariff is not a new thing in this country. 
It is not exactly on the model either 
of protectionist countries like America 
and Germany and so forth, but it is 
practically the same system as is now 
being pursued by the Dominion of 
Canada. In Canada there is a general 
tariff with a lower scale for countries 
that admit its goods on favourable terms, 
and a still lower scale for British and 
colonial gocds. If we institute a similar 
system we are only falling into line with 
the Coloniis, we shall only have to 
assimilate our tariffs to the same general 
system, and there will not be half the 
difficulties which a great many noble 
Lords anticipate. So much for the 
evidence. 
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I will now come to further reasons 
for my views in regard to retaliation 
and colonial preference. What, after 
all, is retaliation? I hold that it 
will be impossible for many reasons to 
put retaliation into practice without a 
general tariff. I will give one reason 
which seems to me to be absolutely con- 
clusive. To my mind retaliation is far 
more protective than any system which 
we suggest. Retaliation is intended to 
protect a particular industry at a parti- 
cular time against a particular country. 
What can be more protective than that, 
Perhaps some economists can explain 
how you can put into force a particular 
duty upon a particular article against a 
particular country so long as the most- 
favoured-nation clause exists. We can 
put on a general tariff without infringing 
the conditions of the most-favoured- 
nation treatment. If we are to have 
closer union with our Colonies it must 
result in some kind of system involving 
lower duties upon the goods they send 
us, and preferential duties in consequence 
upon foodstuffs which they send to this 
country. Therefore, I for one agreeentirely 
with the Government and the method they 
propose todeal with the situation, and I am 
absolutely confident that those methods 
can only have one practical issue. That 


being so, I feel that there are other argu- 
Viscount Ridley. . 
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_ments to be considered besides the purely 
economic position. I do see, as the noble 
Earl of Camperdown observed, that there 
are a number of people to whom this 
question is by no means so clear as to 
some of your Lordships. Some noble 
Lords are perfectly certain of their views. 
One noble Lord (Lord Robertson) was 
so perfectly certain of what would happen 
that he drew a vivid picture of what 
would follow. 


*LorpD ROBERTSON: I said that 
that was one of the large and looming 
dangers of the situation. 


Viscount RIDLEY: The noble Lord 
said it was one of the great dangers 
of the situation, but why should it be a 
greater danger now than when we had a 
protective system. I do not remember 
that we were a very corrupt country in 
our protective days, or believe that France 
and Germany are more corrupt than we are 
in this country, but admitting that there 
may be a danger of that kind, I cannot 
admit that that is the final argument 
against the adoption of a policy which 
can be proved, if properly carried out, to 
be good for this country. The noble Lord 
seems to beequally certain that the shadow 
of a certain Gentleman steod between 
the Prime Minister and his Party and he 
called that statesman an interloper. I 
fail to see why Mr. Chamberlain should 
have earned that title from anyone be- 
longing to the Party to which the 
noble Lord and I belong. It is per- 
fectly true that Mr. Chamberlain 
and the noble Duke who moved this 
Motion allied themselves with the Tory 
| Party not very long ago, but I should 
have thought that the services which 
Mr. Chamberlain and the Duke of Devon- 
shire have rendered to the Tory Party 
would have prevented anv member of 
the Unionist Party from calling either of 
those two statesmen interlopers in the 
Tory Party. Whatever divergence of 
opinion there may be upon the fiscal 
question I think we should be all agreed 
in recognising their services to the Party 
in the past. 


I will not delay your Lordships longer 
with economic arguments, but I wish 
to say that there are at this moment 
many noble Lords and others who 
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ate not so certain of their views as 
Lord Robertson, or perhaps my humble 
self, and there are a great many who are 
not so certain that the principle of the 
taxation of food is so absolutely re- 
pugnant to this nation, The noble Duke 
grounded his objection to a Colonial Con- 
ference on the fact that under no circum- 
stances and under no set of circumstances 
could we consent to the principle of 
imposing a tax upon food, a principle 
which more than one noble Lord, and 
even the noble Duke himself, violated 
whilst a member of the Cabinet. Let me 
make one observation with regard to the 
taxation to which the noble Duke so 
violently objects. Are those who agree 
with him of opinion that a tax of 2s., 
even if it tells upon the consumer at all, 
which is denied, would absolutely ruin 
end impoverish the working classes of 
this country. Do they realise that on 
July Ist this year wheat was 5s, 3d. a 
quarter more than it was last year. Do 
they maintain that that rise in the cost 
of a quarter of wheat has brought ruin 
and pauperism upon the working classes 
of this country. Are they aware that in 
many of the big towns the working 
classes pay one penny per loaf more for 
bread than in some other towns, and do 
they know that the people of Middles- 
brough and Dundee pay one penny per loaf 
more than is being paid in Manchester and 
Oldham? Do they maintain that the 
working classes in Middlesbrough and 
Dundee are impoverished and living in 
hovels, whereas those in Manchester are 
prosperous through the blessings of free 
trade. 


I think in regard to this 2s. tax 
upon corn you cannot deduce from a 
small tax upon food the inference that it 
is going to impoverish the working classes 
of this country, more especially when it 
is very likely that they may derive great 
benefits from it. I know there are noble 
Lords to whom this tax is objectionable, 
but there are others who are not bound 
to economic principles of that kind, and 
who are ready to say, “If you show us an 
advantage in a change of system; if you 
prove to our satisfaction that there is 
something to be gained notwithstanding 
the risk of making the change, we do not 
care particularly for economic laws, 
which after all must be guided by the 
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circumstances in which we live. If you 
will show us these advantages and prove 
that we have something to gain by the 
change then a great many of our 
objections to your proposals disappear.” 
Lord Camperdown, in moving the 
previous Question, has got some title to 
do so. There are those who would prefer 
to wait until a Colonial Conference has 
shown them in concrete proposals what 
can be gained. We have been told that 
there is nothing to be gained, but let the 
conference tell us. We are told that 
there are thousands of difficulties in the 
way but let the Colonial Conference 
decide those things. Let us bring th» 
Ministers of our various Colonies together 
and allow the conference to decide, and 
if that conference proves that we can get 
nothing from a change then I confess I 
shall be disappointed in my hopes and 
ambitions. Why should those who 
disagree with us not be equally ready 
to submit their views to a Colonial 
Conference and confess they were 
wrong if it can be shown that some- 
thing can be gained, 


There are other questions besides 
the mere questions of political economy 
in this matter. I do not think we 
have at this moment any particular 
need to consider the situation in which 
the Government has been placed. 
I only wish that this Resolution 
could have been met by a more 
direct contradiction, but that would be 
contrary to the pledges which the 
Government have made, and I feel 
bound to recognise that. That being 
so, I do not see what could be gained 
by committing this House for or against 
a Resolution which cannot be carried 
into effect by any possibility, and at a 
moment when there are quite a number 
of noble Lords who for one reason or 
another have found it difficult to satisfy 
themselyes as to their decision in re- 
gard to a change which I myself 
consider would be beneficial. 


Earn SPENCER: My Lords, before I 
enter on the general debate I wish to re- 
fer to the speech we have just heard. It 
is remarkable that there have been very 
few speakers to-night who have taken the 
view which the noble Viscount has, 
There have been cnly two Members of 
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your Lordships’ House who have taken’ 


this particular line. I at once admit that 
I understand the position of the noble 
Viscount. He made a speech clearly in 
favour of a protective tariff. I thoroughly 
understand that. I recognise the manly, 
straightforward manner in which Lord 
Ridley put forward his views in favour 
of a protective tariff, though I cannot 
agree with those views, believing that the | 
many years of prosperity the country 
has enjoyed dates from the initiation 
of a free-trade policy. 


I can assure your Lordships that we 


on this side of the House take up this | 
question, not as a purely Party question, | 


but with all our heart and strength, 
believing it to be one of the most 


momentous issues before the country on | 


which clear and definite statements from 


the Prime Minister and the Government | 


of the day are essential. Otherwise we 
might have left the debate in the hands of 
the noble Duke. We might have been 
satisfied with one of the most powerful 


speeches I have ever heard in attack | 


upon a Government from the noble and 
iearned Lord opposite (Lord Robertson), 
who never speaks in this House without 
impressing it with his powerful argu- 
ments and his eloquence. I have seldom 


heard a more scathing denunciation of | 


the Government than that of Lord 
Robertson this evening. I say that the 
debate might have been left in those 
hands, although I welcomed the first 
appearance of the noble Lord behind me 
who has lately come to this House, and 
who made a very clear and able contribu- 
tion to the discussion. But I rise to say 
that we feel it is our duty to strenuously 
and strongly support the noble Duke and 
to insist on having 
upon the great issues involved in his 
prope sition. 


Mr. Chamberlain’s speeches, policy, 
and meaning we understand, but we do 
not understand the policy and declaia- 


tions of the Prime Minister; and 
recently Mr. Chamberlain has placed 


interpretations on the Prime Muinister’s 
speeches, the correctness of which inter- 
pretations must be tested. The noble 
Duke said he was not going to ask any 
Questions, but relied on the vote of the 
House, and he said that that vote would 


Earl Spencer, 
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show what was the opinion of His 
Majesty’s Government on the two im- 
| portant questions which he has put be- 
‘fore them. But since the noble Duke’s 
| Motion was moved the noble Earl below 
|the gangway has moved the previous 
| Question, and we understand that His 
| Majesty’s Government are going to vote 
| for that Amendment. The urgency for 
| Ministerial explanations is increased by 
| their acceptance of the previous Ques- 
tion in this debate. 


| The position of Mr. Chamberlain, con- 
firmed by the noble Viscount, is that 
retaliationcannot be carried out without 
a general tariff. That is what I have 
| held. I have never understood how you 
-could carry out retaliation without a 
general tariff. Mr. Chamberlain, there- 
|fore, says he wants a general tariff, a 
scieptific tariff, and even a penal tariff. 
History has shown that retaliation has 
never been successful, and a very inter- 
esting Paper recently issued on this sub- 
ject shows how ruinous tariff wars have 
been to countries abroad which have 
engaged in them. The joint loss to 


| 


France and Italy through the tariff war 
is given at £120,000,000. That is an 


enormous sum, and I think far out- 
weighs any benefits those countries may 
have received. The same may be said 
with regard to France and Switzerland. 
My view is that retaliation has never been 
a success, but has cost the countries 
much more than any slight gain that 
may have been received. 


Mr. Balfour has repudiated in the most 
definite manner the idea that any general 
tariff is to be set up. That is in direct 
| opposition to what Mr. Chamberlain said, 
and yet Mr. Chamberlain declares that 
Mr. Balfour’s views and his own on that 
question do not differ in any respect. 
Then with regard to preference we have 
exactly the same thing. Mr. Chamber- 
lain admits that it cannot be carried 
out without imposing a tax on food. Mr. 
Baliour, on the other hand, has declared 
most distinctly that, in the present state 
of public opinion, a tax on food is not 
within the limits of practical politics. I 
want to know are those the views which 
Mr. Balfour and His Majesty’s Govern: 
ment hold now on retaliation and pre- 
ference, or are their views identicai with 
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those of Mr. Chamberlain ? In a debate 
last year Mr. Chamberlain said— ~ 

“From the beginning of this matter I believe 
the Prime Minister and myself in all essentials 
have stood on exactly the same platform. Hon. 
Members know well that although they are 
engaged in picking our speeches to pieces they 
will not find any substantial difference in point 
of principle between the Prime Minister and 
myself.” : 

It is of the utmost importance, not only 
for those who belong to Mr. Balfour’s 
Party, but for the country at large, on 
great grounds of national policy, to know 
whether the Prime Minister and the 
Government agree in these matters with 
Mr. Chamberlain, or whether they adhere 
to the views put forward by Mr. Balfour 
in his speeches. As the Government have 
apparently resolved to support the previ- 
ous Question, I feel the extreme necessity 
of pressing strongly and earnestly on 
the noble Marquess opposite to answer 
with clearness and candour the questions 
that have been put to him—namely, does 
he desire a general tariff, agreeing with 
Mr. Chamberlain, and is he willing, in 
order to obtain preference for the Colonies, 
to impose a duty on food? Those are 
two very simple questions which the 
noble Marquess could easily answer to the 
satisfaction of the whole House, and no 
doubt it would be greatly to the satis- 
faction of noble Lords opposite to know 
the views of the Government upon them. 
I would only add that it is of the utmost 
importance to the country to have direct 
and precise replies to those questions. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspowNg): My Lords, this debate in 
some, though not in all, respects, bears a 
resemblance to those other fiscal debates 
which have preceded it. We have had 
the same laborious examination of the 
speeches delivered by members of the 
Government and by supporters of the 
Government. We have had the same 
exacting criticism, I mean the kind of 
criticism that expects, not only corre- 
spondence of language between one mem- 
ber of the Government and another, but 
also correspondence between the language 
of members of the Government and those 
who give the Government théir support. 


ts But, my Lords, we have travelled 
beyond that this evening. The noble 


{27 Juty 1905} 


Reform. 562 
Duke at the very outset of his remarks 
announced to us that he did not desire 
merely to detect discrepancies between 
the views of His Majesty’s Ministers and 
those of Mr. Chamberlain, and that his 
desire was, not to attack the Government, 
but directly to attack the Tariff Reform 
League. He went on to argue that because 
the Tariff Reform League has gone further 
than we have, we should denounce its 
doctrines by means of these two Re- 
solutions, and that we should pass 
a kind of sentence of political out- 
lawry on Mr. Chamberlain and those 
who act with him. I do not think 
that is exactly how we have been 
in the habit of understanding politi- 
cal life in this country. I am under 
the impression that within both the 
great political Parties there has hitherto 
been found room for divisions of opinion, 
room for co-operation between men dif- 
fering, perhaps differing fundamentally, 
on certain points, but who are yet agreed 
upon broad and general lines of policy. 
An expression was once familiar to us 
which attributed a special amount of com- 
prehensiveness to what used to be called 
Mr. Gladstone’s umbrella; and I must 
say that it seems to me to come with 
rather bad grace from those who inherit 
the traditions of the Gladstonian Party 
that they should attack the Unionist 
Party because upon certain points of 
fiscal policy We are not entirely agreed. 
The noble and learned Lord (Lord 
Robertson) spoke of our ignoble alliance 
with Mr Chamberlain. I cannot help 
thinking that upon reflection the noble 
and learned Lord who used that phrase 
will regret the epithet. Even those 
of us who differ, as many of us may, 
from some of Mr. Chamberlain’s views, 
must at any rate recognise the splendid 
service which he has rendered to the 
Empir2 during the last few years. 
Those who sit round me, at any rate, 
will never regard co-operation with Mr. 
Chamberlain in any great national cause 
as deserving of the epithet “ ignoble.” 


*Lorp ROBERTSON: I referred to 
the alliance not with reference to Mr. 
Chamberlain personally but with refer- 
ence to the terms which he exacted from 
those who entered into alliance with him 
—that they should accept the Bill, the 
whole Bill, and nothing but the Bill. 
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*Titze Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 


am not sure whether I grasp the noble 
and leaned Lord’s explanation. The 
expression is evidently to be teken in 
what is sometimes called a Pickwickian 
erse. To my mind the arrangement 
which has so long obtained in this 
country under which each of the two 
Parties finds room for men of various 
opinions is far preferabie to the only 
alternative system of which I am aware, 
that urder which politicians aie sub- 
divided into a number of groups 
which occasionally combine and come 
together and sometimes conspire against 
one another with results not by any 
means advantageous to political stability 
cr the continuity of national policy. 
We, at any tate, intend to stand by 
our supporters so Jong as they stand 
loyally by us, even though some of 
them desire to go a little further and 
some of them not to go quite so far as 
we do, The noble Duke asked whether 
it was our intention to stand shoulder to 
shoulder by those Unionists who do not 
agiee with Mr. Chamberlain and who go 
less far even than Mr. Balfour. I say we 
do desire to stand by any of our sup- 
porters who will stand by us. I think 
the condition is a relevant one. There 
must be reciprocal loyalty, and where 
that loyalty is shown to us we shell 
exhibit a corresponding loyalty on our 
side. I must remind the noble Duke 
that, unless we are very much mis- 
informed, he was, if not the first, 
at any rate very early in the field in 
declaring war against staunch supporters 
of the Government because upon the 
fiscal question they went considerably 
further than he was prepared to go. 


My Lords, we are confronted by 
various statements made by Mr. Balfour 
and by Mr. Chamberlain, and the noble 
Earl oppcsite appeals to us to say whether 
we are with Mr. Balfour or with Mr. 
Chamberlain. Let me say this, that wher- 
ever the ingenuity cf noble Lords is able 
to find « varia lectio in the statements 
of these distinguished men, it is the text 
of the Prime Minister that must, in our 
opinion, prevail, and it is by that text 
alone that we ccnsent to be bcund. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: What is it ? 
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*!HE Marquress oF LANSDOWNE: 
The Prime Minister’s statement has 
been perfectly distinct. He has told 
the public that this questicn of colonial 
‘preference is to be referred to a confer. 
ence, that that conference is to be a free 
and unfettered conference, and that the 
conclusions of that conference are to be 
placed before the constituencies cf this 
country ; and he has asked that, in the 
meantime, we should suspend our judg- 
ment with regard to some cf these de- 
bated points. But the noble Duke sug. 
gested to us this evening that if once these 
questions are placed befcre the C lcnial 
Conference it will be tco late. He draws 
a picture of a ccnference which shall 
come to what I think he called unscund 
conclusions upon these questions, and 
he told us that, when these ccnclusicns 
have been arrived at, it will no Icnger 
be pessible for us to extricate ourselves 
from them. My Lords, does the noble 
Duke really believe so little in the 
strength of the cause which he pleads so 
eloquently ? Dees he believe in it so 
little as to suppose that a verdict upon 
these great Imperial issues could be 
snatched in such a manner, and could 
be incapable cf being reversed by the 
mature and deliberate expression cf the 
opinion of this country. 


The noble and learned Lord told us 
that we must enter into this conference 
with a definite idea of the directicn 
in which we were going; and my noble 
friend Lord Crewe told us that it was 
absolutely necessary that such a cn 
ference should receive instructions, and 
he wanted to know what the instructions 
were going to be. Lord Goschen asked 
more particularly whether the conference 
would be in a position to discuss the 
taxation of food and raw materials. My 
Lords, let me interject the remark that 
it surprised me a little to notice the 
extreme solicitude of noble Lords oppo- 
site as to the precautions with which the 
conference is to be fenced in. ‘They 


scarcely ever address us in this Hvcuse 
without telling us that public opinion 
has declared so strongly against us that 
the result of the next appeal to the con 
stituencies must inevitably be to deprive 
us of the offices we now held. Well, 
‘if that is so, need we so greatly ecncern 
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ourselves at this moment as to the pre- 
cise conditions under which the confer- 
ence when it is assembled will undertake 
itslabours? But whether that conference 
is held under the auspices of the present 
Ministry or not, we are of opinion that it 
would not be proper to intimate now and 
inedvance that we intend to rule out cer- 
tein questions as being of a kind which the 
conference should in no circumstances be 
allowed to discuss. Lord Minto told us 
som*thing of the opinions which prevail 
in the great Dominion of Canada, with 
which he and I have had some acquaint- 
ance. Do you suppose that the Canadian 
statesmen, who have led the way in the 
matter of giving preference to this 
country, will care to take part in the 
deliberations of a conference of this kind 
if it is to be explained to them that there 
are certain subjects which are absolutely 
tabooed, and the very mention of which 
will render them liable to be called to 
order ? 


The timidity of the noble Duke, I must 
say, greatly surprised me. We know 
that conscience makes cowards of us all, 
and the Cobdenite conscience seems to 
me to produce a greater amount of 
cowardice than any other variety of 
conscience. Why, I am under the im- 
pression that the noble Duke was a 
member of the Government which allowed 
the conferences of 1897 and 1902 to meet 
in this city. I am not aware that the 
noble Duke objected to these meetings, 
and those who have studied their records 
are aware that at both of those con- 
ferences the question of colonial prefer- 
ence was discussed. I do not remember 
that while the noble Duke was a member 
of the Government he ever took exception 
tothe giving of preference by the Cana- 
dian Government to this country, nor 
can I recollect that he was evera violent 
opponent of that Is. duty on corn, to 
which reference has been made. My 
disappointment at the attitude of the 
noble Duke is the greater because we all 
know that he really deserves the credit 
of having been one of the British states- 
men who have really been pioneers in 
the cause of Imperial union. 


Let me remind your Lordships of an 
interesting association called the British 
Empire League. The noble Duke was 
its first president ; he is even now one of 
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its vice-presidents, and I notice amongst 
the names of the vice-presidents the 
names of Lord Aberdeen, Lord Crewe, 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh, Mr. Asquith, 
Mr. Haldane, and other distinguished 
Liberal statesmen. What are the objects 
of the British Empire League? Amongst 
them I find these— 

“To promote trade between the United 
Kingdom, the Colonies, and India, and to 
advocate the holding of periodical meetings of 
representatives from all parts of the Empire 
for the discussion of matters of general com- 
mercial interest and the consideration of the 
best means of extending the national trade.” 


* To consider also how far it may be possible 
to modify any law or treaties which impede 
freedom of action in the making of reciprocal 
trade arrangements between the United King- 
dom and the Colonies.” 

That isa splendid and striking platform, 
but when the noble Duke comes to act 
up to his professions, and to consider 
what means should be taken for promoting 
these reciprocal trade arrangements 
which the British Empire League ad- 
voeate his courage forsakes him, and he 
will not even allow the discussion of a 
ls. duty upon wheat or anything having 
about it the smallest trace or flavour of a 
protective tariff. 


I will turn for one moment to the 
subject dealt with in the first of the noble 
Duke’s Resolutions—I mean the proposal 
which has been put forward by Mr. 
Chamberlain that in order to facilitate 
retaliation there should be a_ g:neral 


tariff. Mr. Chamberlain, in referring 
to that subject, announced to his 
audience that he had for the mo- 


ment appropriated the weapon which, 
I believe, I am supposed to have 
invented, the big revolver; but he also 
explained very distinctly that the ammuni- 
tion was his own. And I have to say 
that in no speech or statement made by 
the Prime Minister, or by members of His 
Majesty’s Government, are there to be 
found any proposals pointing in the 
direction of such a penal tariff as was 
described in Mr. Chamberlain’s speech. 
I believe I may go further. I believe in 
one of the Prime Minister’s speeches he 
went out of his way to express doubt as 
to the wisdom of any proposal of the 
kind. I think the noble Earl had the 
extract in his hand and did not read it. 
Therefore, my Lords, I cannot see 
why we are to be called upon, simply 
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because a proposal of that kind has been 
put forward by a supporter of His 
Majesty’s Government—no matter how 
distinguished—I do not see why we are 
to be called upon to ask the House of 
Lords to support a Motion condemning 
in the abstract any suggestion of this 
kind. 

I observe that in the speech in which 
Mr. Chamberlain put forward this idea, 
he was careful to explain that, in his 
view, any tariff of the kind should be 
a moderate tariff, that it should be 
mainly for revenue purposes, and that 
the articles essential for the commercial 
prosperity of the country should be placed 
upon the free list. These seem to me to be 
very sensible and important reservations, 
and, if we were at closer quarters with this 
question, I should certainly be inclined 
to ask—What is meant by a moderate 
tariff? What do you mean when you 
say it is mainly for revenue purposes ? 
And I should like to have a look at this 
iarge free list which is to include the 
articles most necessary to our commercial 
preeminence. But I confess I see no 
object in pursuing inquiries of that kind at 
this moment ; no proposal of the kind is 
ripe for discussion, and no such proposal 
is likely to be before us for a long time 
to come, 


That being so, I suggest to your Lord- 
ships that these attempts to impose 
unanimity upon us are attempts to be 
resisted, and that they come with very 
yndifierent grace when put forward 
by noble Lords opposite, who belong to a 
Party which has been far from being a 
unanimous Party in the past, which, 
so far as I am aware, is at this moment 
very far from being a unanimous 
Party, and which will, so far as we are 
able to gather, in the future not be 
likely to be successful in clothing the 
whole of its supporters with that kind of 
sealed pattern orthodoxy with which 
they desire that we and our supporters 
should be invested. For these reasons we 
shall object to the Motion of the noble 
Duke as one which tends to bind the 
conference before the conference can 
take place, as one calculated to limit 
without sufficient knowledge of the facts 
the exercise of that right of retaliation 
which we desire to maintain, and as in- 
Viting us to pass judgment on an issue 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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which is not yet before Parliament, and 
on which, therefore, there is no occasion 
to take a vote of the House. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
My Lords, I hope your Lordships will not 
think that I am guilty of an act of 
personal presumption in asking leave 
to say a few words at this hour of the 
night, even aithough itis later than your 
Lordships usually sit. I believe it is 
acknowledged that those who propose a 


‘Motion, when an Amendment is pro- 


posed to it, have, in all the circumstances, 
the last word in the discussion. I can 
assure your Lordships that the duty 
which I shall endeavour to discharge is 
not one which I myself would have 
sought for. I should not have presented 
myself to it at this time if it had not been 
that a request was made to me by those 
with whom I am proud to act in this 
matter that I should undertake what I 
regard as a difficult but an important 
duty 


We have heard a great many curious 
things said in the course of this debate, 
but I venture to think that none of them 
have been more curious than the reasons 
which have been advanced in favour of 
the Amendment for the previous Question. 
Some of those who have spoken in favour 
of that Amendment seem not dimly 
conscious that it is rather a course which 
requires a considerable amount of de- 
fence. The noble Earl who moved it 
said there was no precedent for such a 
Motion as the noble Duke’s. I always 
think that when anyone is reduced to an 
argument that there is no precedent for 
a course he is opposing he is very nearly 
at the bedrock of any arguments which 
he can find. Again, it is said that there 
is no Bill before us Are we never to 
discuss an abstract question in this 
House? This is an financial question, 
and one which, if embodied in a Bill, 
would probably come before us in a form 
which it would be extremely difficult 
for us effectively to discuss. For these 
reasons I venture to think there is nothing 
in the argument put forward in favour 
of the previous Question, and, after all, 
whatever may be the advantages for 
some people of voting for the previous 
Question, the previous Question is not in 
itself a policy. 
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This is a definite and distinct policy | 
put before the country by an eminent | 
statesman. It has been described in 
this House to-night as a fiscal revolution. | 
Well, my Lords, are we at this time of 
day to have no opinion, or, if we have | 
an opinion, are we to be afraid to express | 
it, upon a matter which is described 
as a fiscal revolution, and which is, 
as many of your Lordships who have 
spoken to-night have said, now exciting 
interest throughout the country, and on 
which, without doubt, in no mean degree 
the approaching general election will 
turn. The noble Earl opposite, Lord 
Minto, suggested that to pass that part 
of the Motion which deals with colonial 
preference would be a rebuff to the 
Colonies. Iam wholly unable to under- 
stand that argument. After all, it is a 
matter which concerns us at least as 
much as any of our Colonies. The course 
proposed, if taken by this country, would 
involve a greater departure on our part 
than would be involved by the accept- 
ance of it on the part of our Colonies. 
Their fiscal policy is, almost without 
exception, in its nature protective, and 
therefore it would not be any great fiscal 
revolution if they were to adopt a policy 
of protection ; but, as has been universally 
admitted, it would be for us a very con- 
sideratle departure from our existing 
practice, 


The noble Duke the Under-Secretary 
for the Colonies tells us that the Prime 
Minister means to lead. It is part of our 
case, it is part of the case of the noble 
Duke who moved the Motion now before 
the House, that we desire that the Prime 
Minister should lead. It is because we 
cannot get a definite lead from him that 
this Motion has been put on the Paper. 
The noble Duke went on to say that he 
was not aware of any difference of opinion 
in the Unionist Party. The noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House was, 
I think, more discreet and more nearly 
accurate when he admitted differences 
of opinion. He seemed to express the 
hope that they could be minimised, and 
to suggest the policy of what I think he 
called co-operation and comprehension. 
Ido not know whether the noble Marquess 
thinks that if he ultimately does not 
accept the Bill, the whole Bill and nothing 
but the Bill, of Mr. Chamberlain, there 
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will be any co-operation or comprehension 
for him. I venture to suggest that if the 
policy indicated in the speech at the 
Albert Hall meant anything at all it 
meant that the orator would not regard 
even members of the Government as 
loyal members of the Unionist Party 
unless they accepted the whole policy of 
the general penal tariff, colonial prefer- 
ence involving the taxation of food, and 
all the rest of it, without any reservation 
at all. 


It may be said that those of us who 
cannot accept this policy are not loyal 
members of the Unionist Party. But 
in a debate in which the Duke of Devon- 
shire, Lord Goschen, Lord Robertson and 
Lord Ridley have spoken I think it will be 
a very bold thing to say that at any rate 
on this matter those who represent various 
sections of the Unionist Party have 
spoken without any evidence of differences 
of opinion. No one denies the importance 
of the question. No one in the abstract 
denies the obligation on all men who aspire 
to lead to make their lead absolutely 
clear. But in spite of that Ithink there can 
be no doubt that obscurity does exist. 
The object which the noble Duke had in 
putting this Motion on the Paper was to 
make one more effort to clear up that 
obscurity. Iam afraid I must say, after 
the two speeches which we have heard 
from the Front Government Bench, that 
the object for which this Motion was put 
down has failed. 


The noble Marquess said that he and 
the Government will stand by all those 
members of the Unionist Party who stand 
by them, but I am left in as much doubt 
now as I was when this discussion com- 
menced as to what it is that lam expected 
to stand by. Am I to stand by a general 
penal tariff, or am I not ? Is, or is not, 
that penal tariff a part of the policy of 
His Majesty’s Government? To that 
Question we have not had the shade of a 
shadow of a reply. We have not had an 
attempt to grapple with it, and we shall 
go away, if no other speech is made, in as 
great a state of ignorance on that point 
as if this discussion had never taken 
place. The noble Marquess asks us 
to suspend our judgment. May I sug- 
gest to him that that is a piece of advice 
which might be given to the noble 
Viscount behind me (Viscount Ridley) 
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and even to Mr. Chamberlain himself ? 
Are they suspending their judgment ? 
Are they not from the housetops and on 
every possible opportunity proclaiming 


that they have made up their minds, and | 
that all those who do not agree with | 


them must go from the Unionist Party. 
Tam finding no fault with them, although 
I do not agree with their views, for their 


honesty and directness of statement ; | 
but when we are appealed to stand by | 
the Government we are entitled to ask | 


what it is that we are expected to stand 
by, and what is the policy that we are to 
defend. 


There is no doubt that there are two 
policies before the country. The noble 
Marquess himself has borne eloquent 
testimony to that fact. In the debate 
on the Address last year he told us that 
the policy of Mr. Chamberlain was not 


the same as that of the Government, | 


that if it led anywhere it led in the 
opposite direction to that of the Govern- 
ment policy. Many of us claim to be 
at least as loyal members of the Unionist 
Party as Mr. Chamberlain. We under- 


stand his policy, and what we want to | 


know is whether, under any circumstance, 


the Government, as a Government, are | 


prepared to accept it and stand by it. 


We have had a perfectly frank and 


candid speech from the noble Viscount | 


the chairman of the ‘Tariff Reform 
League. I should have liked to analyse 


that speech at some length, but at this | 
hour of the evening it would be mani-) 


festly out of place, and I am not sure 
that it would be entirely germane to the 
point before us. But when the noble 
Viscount says that the countries of 
Germany and America are examples 
for us, and seems to imply that they are 
object-lessons to which he and his friends 
want to lead us, I think they forget this 
very important difference—that over 
both of these countries the Imperial tax- 
ing authority is one ; and whatever you 
may hope for, I think you are sanguine 





indeed if you think that our colonial | 


dependencies and ourselves will ever 


come under one uniform taxing authority. | 


That at once seems to me to differentiate 


the two cases and to do so in a way | 


which invalidates any analogy. The 


noble Lord said there could be no retalia- 
tion without a general tariff. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


It is for 
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| that very reason that I, and those with 
| whom I have the honour to act, look with 
| doubt and suspicion on this so-called 
policy of retaliation. 
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| Ido not understand how it is possible 
| to recoucile the policy of a general penal 
tariff with the maintenance of the 
_most-favoured-nation clause. The noble 
| Viscount (Viscount Ridley) says that the 
Tariff Reform Commission has _ been 
doing very excellent work, and that 
/when the further volumes come out if 
we study them with attentive interest 
we shall all be converted. I am afraid 
Iam bound to say that I think most of 
those on the Tariff Commission are more 
or less interested perties. They are in 
the main producers; their interest lies 
rather in the direction of dearness and 
the exclu;ion of other manufactures than 
in that of general free trade, and at any 
rate it is a significant fact that without 
'exception, I think, the members of the 
| Tariff Reform Commission are supporters 
_of Mr. Chamberlain’s policy. I think I 
am entitled to say that I shall not be 
inclined to attach a very much greater 
weight to any Report which they may 
produce and any conclusions which they 
may draw than the noble Viscount would 
‘attach to the Report of a Commission 
wholly composed of those who devote 
their allegiance to the cause of free 


| trade. 


There was one point in the noble 
Duke’s (the Duke of Devonshire’s) 
speech to which the noble Marquess the 
| Leader of the House gave abvolutely 
no attention at all. I have no doubt 
the omission was entirely through 
inadvertence, but the first Question 
the noble Duke asked the Government 
was this—Whether in the circumstances 
as altered by these events it was intended 
that the ordinary Colonial Conference due 
next year Should or should not be held ? 
| That question was discussed some little 
time ago, and the noble Marquess returned 
an Answer, but I do not know whether it 
was clearly understood what was the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government in 
the matter. Assuming that the Govern- 
'ment intend to propose a considerable 
‘scheme of redistribution to the other 
House next year, then it follows that they 
believe that they will be in office in the 
summer of next year, at the time when 
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the ordinsry conference is due. The 
Question the noble Duke asked, and to 
which he received no Answer, was whether 
it was intended to take any steps before 
the assembling of Parliament next year 
to summon such a conference. We are 
entitled to have an Answer to that Ques- 
tion. 


There is one point I wish to put 
distinctly to the House. What I want 
to know is this—Whether we have really 
got any light upoa the important question 
of whether the policy of colonial prefer- 
ence, involving, as it is universally admit- 
tel to do, the taxation of staple articles 
of food, isor is not the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government ? I unde-stood the 
noble Marquess the President of the 
Board of Education (the Marquess of 
Londonderry) to say with great emphasis 
that he was not in favour of that pol cy, 
that he did not intend to support it, and 
that it was very unfair to the Prime 
Minister to state that he had ever com- 
mitted himself to it. But we know on 
high authority that unless you tax 
food there can be no colonial prefer- 
ence, and therefore I want to know 
whether in making that declaration 
th> noble Marquess was speaking for 
himself or for the Government as a 
whole, The point was emphasised both 
by the noble Duke (the Duke of Marl- 
borough) and by the noble Marquess 
that their idea of policy was wrapped up 
ina notion of what they call a free and 
unfettered conference. One speaker—I 
think Viscount Goschen—asked whether, 
if it was to be a free and unfettered 
conference, there was to be any bat in 
the case of raw material. To that very 
pertinent Question the Leader of the 
House made no respons», but it seems to 
me a very reasonable Question. If the 
conference is to be free and unfettered, 
why is there to be a bar asainst raw 
material and not against wheat ? Wheat 
is a raw material in many industries, and 
it seems idle to draw a distinction be- 
tween wheat as a raw material in one in- 
dustry and wool or cotton in another. 
I personally do not think that this policy 
of a free and unfettered conference is 
worthy of the name of a policy at all. It 
isa means of finding out a policy, but it 
is not a policy, 
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Let me develop that a little further. 
If we who doubt the wisdom of a 
tax on food enter int» this free and 
unfettered conference and support it, 
are we to be held by the Government as 
accepting the taxaticn of food? If the 
Answer is in the affirmative, it would be 
better and wiser and fairer to say so at 
once. We should then know where we 
are, but of course it would put an end to 
the idea of a free and unfettered corfer- 
ence, because those who go into the con- 
ference would have to give some instruc- 
tions to their representatives. But if the 
Answer is in the negative, and at present 
His Majesty’s Goverment do not accept 
the plicy of colonial preference involving 
the taxation of food, then just look at the 
danger which may b>fall us, the risk we 
run. To develop my point, I must make 
one ortwoassumptions. The probability 
of those assumptions does not seem to 
me to matter, but let us assume that the 
approaching general election upon the 
so-called policy of a free and unfettered 
confer-nce results in the return of His 
Majesty’s Government. Let me assume 
that the conference is held, that in that 
conference the decision is come to to re- 
commend a scheme of preference which 
involves the taxation of food. What is 
the position of those of us who object to 
it in principle? We shall be deprived 
of the argument on broad general grounds 
from which we do not shrink that it is 
an unwise policy for this country to 
embark upon, I do not develop that 
argument at the moment, because it 
has been said that is not the point we 
are here to discuss; but suppose the 
conference resilts in such an agreement, 
it will be argued with great force that 
we are confined to the narrow ground of 
saying that the bargain made was not 
good enough, and we shall be debarred 
from entering on the general policy of 
whether it is wise to tax food or not. I 
understand the broad fiscal policy of the 
country at pre ent is that it is unwise to 
lay any burden, however slizht,on staple 
articles of food. Nob'e Lords thought 
they had made a point when they taxed 
us Wi h haying supported a shilling tax 
on corn. I was responsible for that, I 
supported it, and I do not believe that it 
materially raised the price of grain. I 
believe that the sole result was this, that 
to some extent it might accentuate a rise 








Ky 


ol 


5) Tariff 


of price and to some extent it might 
retard a fall, But that is a wholly 
different policy from one which 1s 
avowedly intended to restrict the market 
of this country as to staple articles, and 
to turn the market into certain channels 
to the exclusion of others. If that is not 
what is intended, what is the object of 
the policy? I believe it is to be one of 
the cardinal pointe of the policy of this 
country that we should draw our supplies 
of food, just as of raw material, from the 
best markets of the world, and object 
to the ruling out of Argentina or other 
corn-growing countries in order that 
certain colonies may gain the benefit. 


The noble Marquess made some play 
with the programme of the British 
Empire League. He stated that the noble 
Duke had been the president and was 
still a vice-president, and that I and 
others had the honour to be vice- 
presidents. But he will not find in the 
objects of that association any sugges- 
tion that this country is to depart from 
its well-considered free-trade _ policy. 
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There may be other ways of drawing the 
Colonies to us in commerce, as in other 
matters; but he will not find the 
slightest suggestion that this country is 
to depart from its free-trade policy. 
I end as I began. I apologise fur 
venturing to speak at this time at 
a'l, but I do say that it is unfair 
—I say that it is grossly unfa'r—that 
those of us, whose whole lives have been 
spent in the service of the Unionist Party, 
are to be banned by one individual 
because we cannot conscientiously 
accept a new departure, which we 
believe to be unsound in principle, to 
be delusive in the promise it h lds out 
and to be fertile not in things which will 
draw us closer together, but, as history 
has proved in the past, and as we believe 
history will prove in the future, in things 
which will contain the s:eds of difficulty 
and danger from which our free-trade 
policy is wholly free. 


On Question, ‘‘ Whether the sxid Ques- 
tion be now put,” their Lordships divided : 
—Contents, 57; Non-Contents, 121. 
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House adjourned at twenty-five | 


minutes before One o'clock 
am., till half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 27th July, 1905, 
The House met aes of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 
BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 


On the order for the consideration of 
the Lords Amendments to the Bootle 
Corporation Bill being read, 


Mr. MACV EAGH (Down, 8.) objected 
to the order being proceeded with. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): In the 
interest of many workmen who are 
dependent for their work on these Bills 
getting through during the present 
session, may I respectfully appeal to 


(V. Midleton.) 


(E. Dunmore.) 
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Kenry, L. (EZ. Dunraven and 
Mount-Earl.) 
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Kenyon, L. 
Kilmarnock, L. (EZ. Erroll.) 
Kintore, L. (H. Kintore.) 


Lawrence, L. 

Ludlow, L. 

Lurgan, L. 

Macnaghten, L. 

| Monck, L. (V. Monck.) 
Muncaster, L. 

| Muskerry, L. 
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draw their objection and allow these 
Bills to proceed ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


| Within the last few days I have received 
representations from many quarters of 
| the country with regard to the action 


| passage of these Bills. 


of hon. friends in blocking the 


Amongst others, 
from 


my 


I have received communications 


| representatives of labour, both in and 
out of this House, to the effect that if 


now vast sums of money 
| spent 


some of these enterprises are stopped 

y that would be 
m the coming winter in the 
employment of workmen will be hung 


| up, and that thousands of working men will 


be kept out of employment during the 


| winter. Whatever cause of quarrel and 
‘resentment we have with political Parties 


in this House, and with the Govern- 


/ment at the moment, we have none with 


'the working men of the country. 


In 
the course they have taken my hon. 
friends never intended to inflict any 
injury on workmen. In these circum- 


stances I appeal to my hon. friends to 


withdraw their opposition to these Bills. 


hon. Gentlemen from Ireland to with-|I am all the more pleased to do so in 
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Mr. MACVEAGH said that after that 
appeal he would not think of pressing 
his objections, He wished it to be 
understood he was responding to the 
wish of the leader of his Party and 
certainly would not have allowed himself 
to be influenced by the vulgar denun- 
ciation heaped upon him and _ his 
colleagues by the daily Press. They 
had been told that much public money 
had been spent in the promotion of the 
Bills which would be wantonly wrecked 
if the objections were persisted in, while 
much employment might be withheld 
from the working classes in the coming 
winter, but all those objections applied 
with equal force to the Tramways Bill 
promoted by the London County Council, 
and rejected by the House of Lords 
without the slightest consideration for 


the loss and inconvenience inflicted 
on the public. The action of his 
colleagues and himself had been 


denounced as a public scandal, but there 
was a much gieater scandal, and that 
was a Government holding on to office 
years after the country had got sick of 
it and in spite of an adverse vote of that 
House. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to, 


Great Northern, { Piccadilly, and 
Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill; London 
Gas Bill; Rhondda U;xban District 
Council Bill; Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to, 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time, 


North Metropolitan Electric Powe 
Supply Bill [Lords]. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 
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Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill (by Order); Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway Bill(by Order) ; 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill 
(by Order); London and North Western 
Railway Bill (by Order); Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways Bill (by Order) 


’ 


Dublin United Tramways Bill (by 
Order); Midland Railway Bill (by 
Order); Skegness Water Bill (by 


Order); Woolwich Borough Council Bill 
(by Order). Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Formby Township Bill [Lords] (by 
Order). Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill 
[Lords] (by Order) (King’s consent 
signified). Read the third time, and 
pas.ed, with Amendments. 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Matlock 
Bath Improvement Bill [Lords] (by 
Order). Read the third time, an1 passod, 
with Amendments. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Comp .iny 
(Acton District) Bill [Lords] (by Order), 
Read the third time, and passed, with an 
Amendment. 


Sheffield University Biil [Lords] (by 
Order). Third Reading deferred till to- 


morrow. 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill 
[Lords] (by Order). Reid the third 


time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords] (by Order). As amended, 
considered; Amendments made; Bill to 
be read the third time. 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric 
Lighting) Bill [Lords] (by Order) ; Bristol 
Blind Asylum Bill [Lords] (by Order); 
Corbett Estate Bill [Lords] (by Order) 
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As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Questions. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Sir James Kitson reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills; 
That, for the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till Monday next, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—London 
County Council (Money) Bill, without 
Amendment. 


Amendment to—Gas and Water Order; 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill {Lords}, with- 
out Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
M‘Callum Celtic Lectureship in the 
University of Glasgow.” "Glasgow Uni- 
versity Order Confirmation Bill] [Lords.] 


(ilasgow University Order Confirmation : 


Bill [Lords]. Ordered, under Section 7 
of The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1889, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1905-6). 

Estimate presented, of the Further 
Sums required to be voted for the Service 
of the year ending 31st March, 1906 [by 
Command]; re‘errel to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 268.] 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Copy presented, of Extracts from the 
Proceedings of (I.) the General Assembly 
of the Church of Scotland; and of (II.) 
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the General Assembly of the United Free 
Church of Scotland [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BISHOPRICS ACT, 1878, AND BISHOP: 
RICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM ACP, 1904. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 11th July, 1905, approving a schene 
of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners with 
respect to the Bishopric of Birmingham, 
and for other purposes [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Statement of sum 
of money granted, in pursuance of Royal 
Warrant of Ist March, 1856, as compen- 
sation to the son of an officer killed at 
the Battle of Aba Klea [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 

FISHERIES (INTELLIGENCE DIVISION). 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
Proceedings under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, the Merchandise 
Marks Acts, 1887 to 1894, and other Acts 
for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3460 to 3462 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Fining and Imprisonment Of Chinese 
Coolies in the Transvaal. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he will s ate what are 
the numbers of Chinese coolies in the 

| Transvaal who have suffered impr‘son- 
ment, and the number who have been 
fined, clas ificd according to offences. 
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(Answeted by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) The following is the information desired ; — 








Desertion os absence without leave 
‘Travelling without permit 
Refusing to work 
Theft or forgery 
Assaults of various kinds 

Indecent offences (2} 
Riot -_ a 


Inciting to Riot .. 





Total 





Imprisoned. Fined. 
675 43 
79 12 
88 12 
25 
| 146 ] 
| 
237 
53) 
| ae ee ee 
1,250 68 








Applications to English and Welsh Local 
Authorities for Loans under the 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.). 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can _ state 
separately for the years 1900, 1901, 1902, 
1903, and 1904, how many applications 
in each year have been made to local | 
authorities in England and Wales for | 
loans, for the purpose of acquiring the | 
ownership of small dwelling-houses, under 
the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act of 
1899; how many such loans have been 
made in each year; and what amount 
has been advanced in each year. 





(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) As 
regards London, I am informed by the 
London County Council that the total 
number of applications received by them 
during the years 1900-1904, inclusive, 
was thirteen, and that the total amount 
advanced was £1,500. As regards the 
rest of Fingland and Wales, the only in- 
formation in my possession relates to 





cases of applications made by local 
authorities to the Local Government 
Board for sanction of loans. The total | 
number of these applications for the 
years referred to was eighty-two, and the | 
total amount sanctioned was £74,244. | 


The figures for each year separately 
I shall be happy to send to the hon. 
Member if he desires it. 


Rates of Wages Paid to pie Coolies 
on the Ran 

Mr. HERBERT aa. To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can state what are the rates of 
wages now being paid to the Chinese 
coolies employed on the Rand; and 
whether there are any coolies who have 
been employed for a longer period than 
six months, whose average wage is less 
than ls. 6d. a day. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The coolies are, I understand, being paid 
as provided in the contract. The 
great majority of them do not draw the 
Is. 6d. after the expiration of the 
six months, but enter into the agreement 
for piece-work contemplated in Article 
6, paragraph 1, of thecontract. 


Number of Wives and Children of Chinese 
Coolies in the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 

the Secretary of State for the Colonies 

if he will state how many Chinese coolies 
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and how many of their wives and children 
are now in the Transvaal. 


(dinswered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The number of Chinese coolies at the end 
of June was 41,340. No families were 
introduced during the quarter ended 31st 
March last, and the number, so far as I 
know, remains as at the end of December, 
two wives and twelve children. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


if he will state how many Chinese coolies | 


in the Transvaal have terminated their 
contracts and been repatriated at their 
own expense, as provided by the regu- 
Jations under the Labour Importation 
Ordinance, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
None, so far as I am aware, have taken 
advantage of the provision, 


Mosquito Nets for Railway Employees in 
West Africa. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he is aware 
that railway employees in West Africa 
are constantly stricken with fever 
through old and defective mosquito 
nets; and if he will give instructions 
that the nets in use shall be constantly 
reported on; and that any employee 
refusing or neglecting to use the same 
shall be liable to instant dismissal. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I am not in a position either to cor- 
roborate or to deny what the hon. 
Member alleges as to the causing of 
fevers. I cannot, however, underiake 
to direct the holding of inquisitions as 
to whether railway employees use the-r 
nets or not. These employees are adult 
skilled workmen, and must be regarded 
as having some personal intelligence and 
responsibility. 


Reduction of Duty on Scotch Herrings 
Imported into Russia. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH = (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he will take 
steps to obtain from the Russian Govern- 
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| ment a reduction of the duties imposed 
| on Scotch herrings imported into Russia. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The matter 
referred to has received the careful con- 
sideration of His Majesty’s Government, 

| but it does not appear that any useful 
purpose would be served by any repre- 
sentations to the Russian Government. 


International Fisheries Conference—The 
ree-Mile Limit. 


Mr. NOEL BUXTON (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether it 
is the intention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to raise the question of the three- 
mile limit, with regard to sea fisheries, 
at the next international conference 
_ which may be called for the discussion 
of such matters. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) There is no 
intention on the part of His Majesty’s 
Government to propose any general 
extension of the three- mile limit, nor 
does the information at present in our 
possession suggest that such an extension 
would be consistent with British fishery 
interests. Some further light on the 
subject will doubtless be afforded, how- 
ever, by the the inquiries now being 
made by the International Council for 
the Investigation of the North Sea. 


Cheap Cottages—Modifying of Model 
By-Laws of District Councils. 
Mr. NOEL BUXTON: To ask the 
Local Government 
Board whether, in view of the favour- 
able opinion held by competent 
authorities of the cheap cottages now 
being exhibited at the Garden City at 
Letchworth, he wili take into con- 
sideration the question of further 
modifying the model by-laws issued for 
the guidance of district councils. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 
It is, I think, desirable that in the first 
instance an officer of the Department 
should visit the exhibition and report 
on the subject, and arrangements are 
being made for this purpose. 


Report of Salmon Fishery Commission 
--Proposed Legislation. 


Mr. NOEL BUXTON: To ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
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what circumstances have arisen. to | iInterest on Money Borrowed under the 
aval Works Bill. 


induce His Majesty s Government to 
postpone proposing legislation on the 
lines of the Report of the Salmon Fish- 
ery Commission of 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
I do not think that any pledge has been 
given by His Majesty’s Government to 
propose legislation on this subject, but | 
quite concur in the view that it might 
with advantage be undertaken. I pro- 
pose during the recess to communicate 
with those who are interested in the 
matter, and I hope it may be possible to 
arrange for the presentation of a Bill 
next session, either by a private Mem- 
ber or as a Government measure. 
The subject is one, however, which 
can scarcely be dealt with success‘ully 
unless a general agreement can Le 
arrived at as to the necessity of legis- 
lation and as to the form which it 
may most advantageously take. 


Suggested Increase in the Salaries of 
ounty Court Judges on Account of 
Increased Work. 


Mr. BROTHERTON (Wakefield) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will 
see that, when the Estimates for the 
Home Office are prepared for next 
year, some increase in the salaries for 
the County Court Judges is made, con- 
sidering that since 1865, the _ last 
occasion when their salaries were fixed, 
an increase of work has been given to 
their Courts which has lengthened their 
hours of attendance, and in the case of 
provincial County Court Judges increased 
their travelling. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
The salaries of County Court Judges are 
not proviced in tke Estimates. They 
are charged on the Consolidated Fund. 
and cannot be increased except by Act 
of Parliament. The County Courts 
(No. 2) Bill now before Parliament pro- 
poses an increase of the salaries of a 
certain number of the Judges under 
certain conditions from £1,500 to £1,800. 











I see no sufficient reason for going anv | 
further at presen’, 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
wiil state approx mately what will be 
the total amount of interest payable on 
£1,000,090 borrowed in accordance with 
the Naval Works Bill of this year from 
the time the loan is contracted until the 
last instalment of it is repaid. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The terminab!e annuity required to repay 
an advance of £1,000,000 in twenty-rine 
years with interest at 3 per cent. is 
between £52,000 and £53,000. ‘The 
exact amount of the annuity would 
depend upon the interval between the 
dates of the instalments of the advance 
and the date of commencement of the 
annuity. The aggregate amcunt of inter- 
est included in the annuity payments 
would be approximately £525,000. 


Board of Revenue, Lower Provinces— 
Appointments for Indian Natives. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that in the Calcutta 
Gazelte of the 10th May last it vas 
announced that in the office of the Board 
of Revenue, Lower Provinces, 30 per 
cent. of the appointments carrying yay 
of forty rupees and upwards per month 
would be reserved for Europeans a:d 
Kurasians; and will he state whether 
arrangements can be made for the ap- 
portionment of a larger proportion of 
appointments to the natives of India. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I beg to refer the hon. Member to the 
Answer I gave to a Question on this 
subject by the hon. Member for West 
Denbighshire on the 6th instant.f The 
persons described as Europeans and 
Eurasians are presumably in mest cases 
born or domiciled in India, and, as at 
present advised, I see no reason for 
inter‘ering with the arrangements made. 


Application of Lieutenant General 
Pakenham for Advance under Land Act. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of TJreland whether an 
application has been lodged with the 
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Estates Commissioners by Lieutenant- | to raising the rent from £6 15s, per annum 
General Thomas Henry Pakenham, of| to £10 per annum; that the Court fixed 
Langford Lodge, Crumlin, county | the rent at the original figure, viz., £6 15s., 
Antrim, for an advance of £650 as the | cirrying with it the right of turbary; 
purchase price of a farm of land at/ and that, notwithstanding the decis‘on 
Craigarogan, county Antrim, from which | of the Court, th» tenant is prevented by 
Martha O’Beirne was evicted in June,| the biiliff, Mr. Thomas Moran, from 
1903, for non-payment of one and_ exercising his right of cutting turf; and 
a-half year’s rent, and which she held | will h: say whether he proposes to take 
at a rent fixed by the Irish Land Com-| any, and, if any, what, action in the 
mission of £13; whether, seeing that the | matter. 
amount applied for would represent fifty | 
years purchase of the said rent, will he! (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
say What the Estates Commissioners | case is the subject of an appeal from the 
intend doing in reference to this appli- | ruling of the County Court Judge by both 
cation; and is he aware that the former | the landlord and the tenant, and, pending 
tenant has offered to the landlord on |a decision on the appeal, I must decline 
several occasions for the purpose of | tod‘scuss the matter through the medium 
redeeming the lands all rent due on the | of a Question. 
farm and all costs incurred by the land- 
lord, and that the landlord has refused | Salary of Teacher of Mohorough 
to accept the same. | National School. _ 
| Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) An| Mid): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
application for an advance of £650 for | Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what were 
the purchase of the farm mentioned has | the several sums paid to the teacher of 
been lodged by John G. Reid. An appli- | Mohorough National School, Roll No. 
cation for reinstatement in the farm as | 5097, for the yearly period ended 31st 
evicted tenant has been received from! May, 1900; and why did not the total 
Martha O’Beirne. When the estate| amount for this period equal his con- 
comes in due course before the Com- | solidated salary of £85. 
missioners for consideration, the evicted | 
tenant’s claim will be fully inquired into.| (Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) The 


| sums were :— 


Delay in Construction of Poulduff Pier, | £ sods 
County Wexford. | Class salary - — - - - 44 0 0 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | 20 per ceat. increase thereon 8 16 0 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | School grant - - © 9 & 2 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the con- | Equivalent grant - : - 11 5 


tractor has signed the contract for the | we 
construction of Poulduff Pier, in county | 7716 7 
Wexford ; and, if not, what is the reason | sesesaendatianss 

of the delay. | 
. | ‘The consolidated income was based on 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The | payments made to the teacher during the 
contract has not yet been signed. he | three years ended March 3lst, 1900, and 
Department are in communication with | this income would not necessarily corre- 
the contractor on the subject. | spond with payments actually made for 
| the twelve months ended M ry dist, 1900. 


Turbary Rights on Mr. Barrett's Holding | 
at Parke, near Castlebar. | Native Government Hospital at Calabar 
Dr, AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask| Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | Secretary of State for the Colonies 
of Ireland whether his attention has | whether the High Commissioner of South- 
been called to the fact that Lord Norbury, | ern Nigeria acted on his own initiative 
in March, 1903, took his tenant, Mr. | in inviting at the beginning of the present 
Martin Barrett, of Parke, near Castle-| year a sisterhood of French nuns to 
bar county Mayo, into Court with a view | Calabar to take charge of the Native 
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Government Hospital, where the inmates 
are non-Catholic ; if he can say for what 
period haye these nuns been engaged ; 
whether it is intended to retain the ser- 
vices of these nuns in preference to nurses 
who are not connected with religious 
ordeis. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The proposal that two Roman Catholic 
sisters should be employed as nurses in 
the native hospital at Calabar (which is 
a separate institution from the European 
hospital) was originally made to the Pro- 
tectorate Government by the head of the 
Roman Catholic Mission at Calabar in 
September, 1903. There had previously 
been no women nurses at the native 
hospital, and, as the proposal received 
the support of the principal medical 
officer and of the Acting High Commis- 
sioner, it Was accepted on terms, which 
were referred to and approved by me. 
It was stated in the terms of agreement 
that no undertaking could be given that 
the sisters would be employed fpr any 
stated period, but if the system is found 
to work well, I see no reason, on the in- 
formation before me, why it should be 
changed. 


Death Rate of Indentured Indians in 
Northern Australia. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the statement recently made by the 
chairman of the Transvaal Chamber of 
Mines, and printed on page 62 of (Cd. 
2563], to the effect that the death-rate 
of indentured Indians in the northern 
districts of Australia has been lately 
officially reported to be 23 per cent. ; 
whether he has any official reports as to 
this death-rate ; and, if so, whether he 
will make inquiry into the matter. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have no information on the subject, 
but will make inquiries, 


Contracts for Supply of Mili 
Machine 208 Hand vee 
Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether, in the case of military badges, 
etc., made of other materials than metal, 
the War Office is willing to abandon any 
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conditions stipulating that a given article 
should be made by hand or by machine, 
or partly by one method and partly by 
the other, so that conformity to the 
sealed pattern may be the sole criterion. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) 
The matter has been carefully considered 
and the reply is in the negative. 


The Unemployed Bill. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can now state whether he 
intends to proceed with the Unemployed 
Bill this session; and, if so, when. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 
think the best Answer to the hon. Gentle- 
man is to refer him to what fell from me 
in the House this afternoon upon this 
subject. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE 


Proposed Expenditure at Rosyth. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): I beg 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
what are the items of the £49,320 pro- 
posed to be expended at Rosyth during 
the years 1905-6 and 1905-7; why this 
expenditure is required before the final 
contract for the works is decided upon; 
and in what respect it differs irom the 
expenditure intended to be hereafter 
placed upon the Estimates, 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Ler, Hampshire, 
Fareham): The expenditure which it 
is anticipated will be incurred on 
this item during the period 105-7, 
covered by the Naval Works Bill, 1905, 
is on account of the following services: 
—(a) Making connection with North 
British Railway Company’s system; (b) 
Diversion of roads. (c) Miscellaneous 
preliminary works and contingencies. It 
is necessary that these services should be 
carried out before the final contract for 
works is let, as the Admiralty, being in 
a position to offer contractors the facili- 
ties which these services afford, will be 
able to make a more advantageous 
contract. In reply to the last part of the 
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hon. Member’s Question, this expendi- 
ture is of a general and_ preliminary 
character such as was contemplate! when 
the Naval Works Act of 1903 was framed, 
and for which a “token” sum_ of 
£200,000 was authorised therein. The 
expenditure intended to be hereafter 
placed upon the Estimates is for the 
prosecution of the main contract. 

Mr. AINSWORTH asked for the 
exact figures of the expenditure on 
water supply, railway communication, 
etc. ¢ 


*\Mr. ARTHUR LEE: The hon. Member 
had better put another Question down. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Reg’s) : 
Is this £49,000 included in the £200,000 ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Yes, Sir. 


School Cadet Corps and Rifle Clubs. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 


Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if the Department of the 
Director of Auxiliary Forces, or other 


branch of the War Office, can be desig- | 
nated to assist school cadet corps and | 


rifle clubs in obtaining on payment rifles 
and ammunition and military drill 


instruction, in the sense suggested by | 


Field-Marshal Earl Roberts, and others ; 
ana if, further, officers commanding 
districts and sub-districts may be in- 
structed to visit, so far as invitation may 
be extended to them, the schools in their 
several areas, and to encourage drill and 
rifle practice in the same way as in the 
United States and in the Eastern Com- 
mand of Great Britain, without regard 
to the wearing of uniform or any 
particular dress by the pupils. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoip-Forsver, Belfast, 
W.): Military training in schools has for 
some time past been encouraged by the 
War Office. In January last, instructions 


(27 Juny 1905} 


(Juestions. 594 


Volunteers and the South African War. 
| Str HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if the 
records of the War Office bear out the 
statement obtained by individual inquiry 
from corps that out of 204,000 Volunteers 
on the muster rcll on November Ist, 
1899, of 263 corps no less than 71,758 
volunteered for active service over sea, 
and that 29,049 actually took part in the 
South African Campaign (17,344 with 
Volunteer service companies, and 11,705 
| with other corps) ; or, if not, what figures 
does the War Office put forward in that 
connection, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 
'no records at the War Office showing 
| the number who volunteered for active 
service oversea during the South African 
| War. The numbers of Volunteers that 
| are known to have served in South Africa 
in service companies and the City of 
London Imperial Volunteers amounted 
to 19,856 of all ranks. Besides these, 
6,209 of all ranks were struck off the 
strength of Volunteer corps with a view 
to their joining the Imperial Yeomanry. 





Str HOWARD VINCENT: Does that 
/include the number of Volunteers who 
| jo.ned the Regular Army ? 


| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 


Bengal Excise Bill. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
| shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for India whether he has received 
| from the Government of India a summary 
| of the views expressed by the district 
| officers in reply to the despatch of the 
| Government of India, dated the 39th 
| September, 1904, with reference to certain 
| Amendments in the Bengal Excise Bill as 
| passed by the Select Committee; and 
| whether he can give an assurance that 
the Bill will be reintroduced in the 
| Bengal Legislative Council during the 
; CMsSulng session 


were sent to general officers commanding | 


to make further efforts in this direction, 
and itis not intended that these efforts 
shall be in any way relaxed, It is hoped, 
also, that the headmasters of the schools 
will in their turn co-operate to the best 
of their ability in furthering matters. 


|_ Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
\ ford): The Answer to the first part of 
| the Question is in the negative. There 
| 1s no intention of dropping the Bill, but 
| 5 will inquire as to the possibility of 


X 2 
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proceeding with it during the ensuing 
session, 


Macedonia—-The Miirzsteg Programme. 
Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Trades- 
ton): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
what steps have been taken to enforce 
the Article of the Miirzsteg programme | 
providing for a modification of the 
territorial boundaries in Macedonia, 


Tur UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) : Article 3 of the Miirzsteg 


scheme provides for an eventual modi- | 


fication of the boundaries of administra- 
tive areas in Macedonia, but no steps 


were to be taken in the matter pending | 


the pacification of the country, 


Chicory. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what were the total receipts in the last 
financial year of the Customs and 
Excise duties, respectively, on roasted or 
ground chicory and raw or kiln-dried 
chicory ; what was the quantity of each 


kind of chicory produced in this country | 


and imported from foreign countries in 
the same period; and what does he 


estimate, as the effect on the chicory | 
revenue, for a full financial year of the | 


proposals included in his Revenue Bill. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): 
in the last financial year on roasted or 
ground chicory were £1,017; and onthe 
raw or kiln-dried article £50,392. The 
quantities imported were 177,263 lbs, of 
the first and 89,776 cwts. of the second. 
The only receipts from home-grown 
chicory were £1,449 on 2,398 cwts. of 
chicory in the raw or kiln-dried state. 1 
do not anticipate that the proposed 
change would have any considerable 
effect upon the revenue. 


The Telephone Purchase Agreement. 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 


Postmaster -General when he expects | 
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what day the Government have fixed, 
in accordance with his promise, for its 
discussion ; and whether the agreement 
can become operative without the 
| approval of Parliament. 


questions. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
| Rushcliffe): I beg also to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he can now fix a 
day for the discussion of the Report of the 


Select C mmittee on the Telephone 
Agreement between the Po tmaster- 
General and the National Telephone 
Company. 


| THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 

Sran.ey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I 
cannot say exactly when the Report will 
be received, but I am given to under- 
istand that it may be expected very 
‘shortly. The agreement could become 
operative without the approval of 
Parliamert, but there is no intention 
whatever to go back from the pledge I 
have given, that the matter shall be 
'considered in the House and by the 
House. My right hon. friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury authorises me to 
say that he will undertake, before the end 
of the session, that time shall be given 
for such a discussion, 





Mr. LOUGH said the promise was for 
aday. Did the noble Lord not think 
| that, as it was now so late in the session, 
it would be desirable to postpone the 
matter to next session ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, it cannot 
be postponed. There was no question of 
a day. The promise made was that an 
opportunity should be given for dis- 
cussion, and that will be given. 

Mr. LOUGH: Will it be after twelve 
o’clock ¢ 

Lorp STANLEY: Very likely. 

Mr. LOUGH: Will the noble Lord 
_use his influence with the Prime Min‘ster 


the Report from the Committee to. 


which the Telephone Purchase Agree- | 


ment was referred to be presented; 


‘to secure an adequate opportunity of 
discussion before midnight. 
Lorp STANLEY: I will ask my 


right hon. friend to bring it on as early 
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as is consistent with the demands of | separately for the years 1900, 1901, 1902, 
other business, 1903, and 1904, how many applications 
in each year have been made to local 
authorities in England and Wales for 
loans, for the purpose of acquiring the 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS asked the First | ownership of small dwelling-houses, under 
Lord of the Treasury whether an oppor- | the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act of 
tunity for the consideration of the | 1899; how many such loans have been 
Report would be given at some sitting | | made in each year; and what amount 
before midnight. | has been advanced in each year. 


Subsequently, 











Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST ‘ —— 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | Me. GERALD BALFOUR: As regards 
| London, I am informed by the London 


Batrour, Munchester, E.) said he could | “ : ; : 
not promise that the Report should not | County Council that the total number of 
be taken after twelve o'clock; but he | | applications received by them during the 


> aK ¢ } ive j 
was most desirous of taking it aa ad cidiaiaee! | years 1900-1904 inclusive was thirteen, 
| and that the total amount advanced was 


Se fo hag ale oh Dea | £1,500. As regards the rest of England 

| and Wales, the only information in my 
Will it be a fulfilment | | possession relates to cases of applications 
made by local authorities to the Lecal 
| Government Board for sanction to loans. 
The total number of these applications 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I think | for the years referred to was eighty-twe, 
so, but I will find time before midnight | ana the total amount sanct oned was 
peek £74,244. The figures for each year 

| separately cannot conveniently be given 


sO ‘ES it jg iu an oral reply, but I shall be happy to 
me, Cs Poe: ‘S| send them to the hon. Member if he 


brought on after midnight, { shall oppose | 
it by all the means in my power. 


Mr. LOUGH: 
of your pledge if you only give time after 
midnight 2 


| desires it. 


| National Vaccine Institution, London— 
Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple):| __Garcasses of Calves Sold for Food. 

I beg to ask the President of the Local) Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 

Government Board whether he can yet | beg to ask the President of the Local 

state the terms of reference to the Royal ; Government Board, in view of the fact 

and the | that calyes used in the Army and Navy 

| Vacci ine Institute for the production of 


The Motor-Car Inquiry. 


Commission on Motor - Cars, 





names of the Commissioners. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tur LOCAL | 


GOVERNMENY BOARD (Mr. GeRacp | 


BaLrour, Leeds, Central): I am pro- 
ceeding with the necessary arrangements | 
in this matter; but I am not at present | 
ln a position to give the hon. Member 
the information for which he asks. 


Mr. SOARES: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when he will be ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
afraid it is impossible to do that. 


Housing Loans to Local Authorities. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwe'l, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he can state 


‘lymph are slaughtered and subjected 


| to a post-mortem examination in each 


case before the carcasses are sold to 
the public, will he consider the ex- 
| pediency of adopting a similar course 
| with calves used for the production of 


‘lymph at the National Vaccine Jnstitu- 
| tion, London, before the carcasses are 
sold for human consumption. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I would 
tefer the hon. Member to the reply which 


I gave to his Question of the 30th May t 


last, in which I stated that the carcasses 


are thoroughly examined by a veterinary 
surgeon before being allowed to be sold 


for food. 


— 


(4) Debates, exlvii., 221, 
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Workmen’s Compensation Act—Leeds 
Case. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that three workmen who had met 
with accidents and been compensated 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
and had subsequently resumed work 
were dismissed by their employers, 
Messrs. Graham, Morton, and Company, 
of Leeds, solely because the Royal Ex- 
change Accident Company refused to 
continue the risk of insuring the firm 
against further claims in their case; and 
whether he proposes taking any action to 
protect workmen against dismissal in 
such cases. 


Questions, 


Tae SECRETARY orSTATE ror tHE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
no information with regard to these three 
cases beyond that which the hon. Mem- 
ber has been good enough to send me, 
but it appears that each of the three men 
had received a sub-tantial sum by way of 
commuted allowance in respect of their 
continuing disability to work, and that 
the insurance company objected to their 
re-employment on the ground of this 
disability. In these circumstances, since 
the men have been compensated for the 
disability which, as I gather, was the 
bar to their further employment, I fear 
that I cannot see what action I could 
take in the matter. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Will the | 


right hon. Gentleman refer the whole of 
this case to the law officers of the 


Crown to see whether it is possible to | 


take action against the insurance com- 
pany for intimidation and ‘preventing 
the men earning theirdaily bread, not- 
withstanding the fact that the employer 
is willing to allow them to work. Surely 
what is sauce for the workmen is sauce 
for the insurance company. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: [donot think 
that can be alleged against the insur- 
ance company. The company have 
paid ‘for the disabilities ‘suffered by 
these men, and I do not see that I can 
go so far as the hon. Member suggests. 
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Mr. CROOKS: They interfere with all 
the workmen in the firm, because they 
say that unless the firm discharges these 
three men they will refuse to insure any 
of the workmen. Surely we have the 
right to protect our men better than 
chat. 
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Cruelty to Children. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
| W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
|for the Home Department if he will 
state the number of cases of cruelty to 
children brought before Courts of sum- 
mary juri-diction for the month of June 
last; the number of offenders; the 
amount of fines struck ; the imprisonment 
inflicted ; the amount for wuich children 
dealt with were insured; and how many 
of these children had untimely deaths. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I regret that 
there are no means of obtaining this in- 
formation for the whole of the cases of 
cruelty to children dealt with by the 
Courts. The annual Criminal Statistics 
give the total number of persons pro- 
ceeded against in each year for this 
offence, the number convicted, the num- 
ber imprisoned, with the terms of im- 
prisonment imposed, and the number 
fined. ‘The latest year for which figures 
are at present available is 1905. A 
statement of the caves dealt with by the 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children is published by the society 
every month. Their statement for the 
month of June will probably appear 
very shortly. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: The 
statement was, as a matter of fact, pub- 
lished a fortnight ago. 


Mine Fatalities. 
: Mr. T. RICHARDS (Monmouthshire) : 
beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department i he 
iwill state the number of persons who 
|have been killed by explosions during 
the last fifty years, in the South Wales 
and Monmouthshire collieries, and in 
all other collieries in Great Britain 
respectively. 





Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The figures 
are: in South Wales and Monmouth, 


| 2,989; in the rest of Great Britain, 6,509. 
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Agricultural Labourers’ Wages. 

Mr. BLACK (Banfishire) : On behalf of 
the hon. and gallant Member for St. | 
Andrews Burghs, I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture | 
whether, seeing that the average price | 
of British wheat was 5s. 4d. per quarter, | 
barley 4s. 6d. per quarter, and oats | 
2s. 6d. per quarter higher on July Ist, 
1905, than on July Ist, 1904, he proposes | 
to institute any inquiry as to why the | 


rate of wages of agricultural labourers | 
has not increased during the same | 
period. 


*ToeE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Attwyn 
Fe.ttowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): 
Ido not know on what information the 
latter part of the Question of the hon. 
Member is based, but in any case it is 
certain that the wages of agricultural 
labourers depend upon many other con- 
siderations than the fluctuations in the 
prices of wheat, barley, and oats, In- 
formation as to the amount of those 
wages is collected periodically by the 
Board of Trade and published in the 
Labour Gazette and otherwise, and I do 
not think that any further inquiry on 
the subject could with advantage be 
instituted. 


Irish Bee-keeping Industry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,8.): [ beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he proposes to take any, and, 
if so, what steps to prevent the injury 
to the bee-keeping industry caused by 
foul brood; and whether he is aware of 
the extent to which the Irish bee-keeping 
industry has already suffered through 
the absence of legislation in this matter. 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: We have 
prepared and issued a leaflet on the 
subject of Foul Brood in Bees, of which | 
over 18,000 copies have been issued | 
since November last in directions in 
which it seemed likely to be of service. 
T shall be glad to supply the hon. 
Member with copies, and to consider any 
suggestions as to the manner in which 
the leaflet can be further utilised. A 
considerable number of county councils 
give instruction in bee-keeping in one 
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form or another, including directions as 
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to the manner in which foul brood should 
be dealt with, and our inspectors are 
instructed to keep the matter constantly 
in view. With regard to legislation, I 
am afraid that so far as Great Britain 
is concerned none could be undertaken 
with much hope of success until greater 
unanimity prevails amongst bee-keepers 
as to its necessity and advantages, and 
as to the general form it should take. 


Mr. BOLAND: Is the hon. Gentleman 
not aware that in Ireland we are pre- 
pared for any legislation that may be 
necessary ? 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: But 
there is not unanimity all over the 
United Kingdom on the subject. 


Gomshall Railway Accident —Compen- 

sation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade if he will ascertain 
to what extent the four soldiers who were 
injured at the Gomshall Station on the 
South Eastern Railway on February 20th, 
1904, through an engine becoming de- 
railed, have been compensated ; and, in 
view of the report of the inspecting 
officer, will he state what action has 
been taken by the railway company to 
prevent similar accidents. 


Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
[ am informed by the railway company 
that the crossing at which the accident 
in question occurred, and which is 
referred to in the report of the inspecting 
officer, was at once replaced, and 
that the Reading branch of the rail- 
way has been and is now undergoing 
renewal. The compensation to the pas- 
sengers injured in the accident is not a 
matter with which the Boird of Trade 
nave to deal, but I may say that the 
company have stated that each of the 


injured men was compensated to his 


satisfaction. 


Veal and Vaccine. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for West Essex, as Chairman 
of the Kitchen and Refreshment Com- 
mittee, in view of the fact that calves 
used in the Local Government Poard 
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National Vaccine Establishment for the | 
production of lymph for vaccination | 


purposes are sold in London for human 


food, will he consider the desirability of | 
excluding veal from the House of Com- | 


mons Dining Room menu unless it is 


well known that the supply has not been - 


derived from vaccine stations. 


CotoneL LCCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): As it would appear that after the 


animals are slaughtered their carcasses | 


are thoroughly examined, I feel that no 
danger can possibly ensue to the hon. 
Member from the consumption of veal 
in the House of Commons. 


Mr. WEIR: May we rest assured that 
the manager of the refreshment depart- | 
ment takes every precauticn that the | 


carcasses of calves honeycombed with 
smallpox virus shall not be brought into 
the kitchen of the House ? 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD: 
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stances I do not consider that any special 
instructions to His Majesty’s inspectors 
are needed. 


Island of Lewis Schools. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
practice of carrying peats to school is 
still in force at several schools in the 
Island of Lewis, and will he say why the 
circular on the subject, which was issued 
by the Scottish Office some years ago, is 
not enforced. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Iam not 
aware that the practice referred to is in 
force in any school. A circular on the 
subject was issued in January, 1894, and 
the attention of the school boards in 
Lewis was again specifially directed to 
this circular in October, 1902. The matter 
can be further dealt with only on the 


| receipt of specific complaints from parents 


The hon. | 


Member is doubtless aware that as most | 
calves are popularly supposed to come | 


from Essex, for the safety of the public 
they are properly examined, 


Physical Exercises in Elementary Schools. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion if drill and physical exercises are now 


or others. 


The Schoolmaster at Lemreway. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state what decision 
has been arrived at in regard to the 
petition which has been forwarded to him 
from the parents of children attending 


_ the public school at Lemreway, Storno- 


an obligatory subject of the Hlementary | 
Education Code, and what weekly period | 


of school time has to be given to it; 
and if His Majesty’s inspectors are 
instructed to be careful that no departure 
from the rule is permitted. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to raze BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University) : 
No subjects are obligatory under the 
Code, but physical exercises, which | 
generally include drill, are prescribed as 
a subject which should as a rule be 
tavght in all departments of the school, | 
and are, in tact, almost universally taught. 
The Board consider that at least one 
hour’s instruction a week should be given, 
the hour being divided into two or three 
poitions. Recreative exercises should 
also be daily and constantly practised. 
The Board are shortly issuing a volume | 
of Hints to Teachers in which the subject | 


way, urging that Mr. John JD. Mitchel 
should be retained in his appointment as 
master of the school. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The petition 


/in question has been remitted to the 


school board of the parish of Lochs, and 
is, I understand, to be considered at a 
meeting of the school board and managers 
to be held this week. 


Galway Assizes—Treatment of Jurors. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland if 
he is aware that in the recent trials at 
Galway a number of the jurors were 
ordered to stand by by the Crown; that 
several of these gentlemen protested 
against their enforced attendance, alleg- 
ing that they had been ordered to stand 
by twice a day for four days by the 
Crown; and whether this interference 
with the liberties of the subject will at 
once receive the consideration of the 


will be dealt with, Under the circum-, Government 
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Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The Answer to the first inquiry is 
in the affirmative. As faras I have been 
able to ascertain, two jurors who had 
been ordered to stand by asked to be 
excused from further attendance. It 
was, of course, impossibleto comply with 
that request, as these jurors might, after 
the panel had been perused, be required 
to serve. In this there is no interference 
with the liberty of the subject, and there 
is no intention on the part of the Govern- 
ment to alter a practice which experience 
has shown to be necessary for the im- 
partial administration of justice. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: But are 
the facts stated in the Question correct ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: My information is 
that several jurors were ordered to stand 
aside. I have no knowledge as to the 
number of times. I am also told that 
two of them asked to be released and 
were refused. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): Is 
there any fund out of which the expenses 
of these jurors can be paid ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour): Seeing that there was a panel of 
293 jurors, was there any likelihood these 
men would be called on ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
knows perfectly well that they might if 
there were an insufficient number of 
jurors. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON: Not likely 


with so big a panel. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway,): 
Is it one of the functions of a packed 
jury to pass resolutions denouncing the 
United Irish League as these jurors did ? 


_ Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): How many 
Jurors were ordered to stand aside by 
the Crown ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I mustask for notice 
of that. 
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ent of Land Clerks by the 
states Commissioners. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland how many land clerks 
have been employed by the Estates 
Commissioners in fulfilment of the promise 
made by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover during the passing 
of the Land Act, 1903; and will he 
communicate with the Estates Commis- 
sioners with a view of employment being 
given to specially qualified land clerks 
in the Estates Commissioners’ office on 
terms approved of by the Treasury. 


Emplo 


Tus CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrter Love, Bristol, S.): 
One such clerk has been appointed. The 
Commissioners are prepared to favourably 
consider the employment of land clerks 
to negotiate sales if names are brought 
before them by vendors. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I hope men 
will not be appointed who are bitterly 
hostile to the spirit and letter of the 
Act. 


Dublin Metropolitan Police Force 
Finance. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will state the chief items of ex- 
penditure in the sum of £62,590 which 
goes to make up the difference between 
the pay of the superintendents, in- 
spectors, station sergeants, sergeants, 
and constables of the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police, and the total cost of 
the entire establishment, which amounts 
to £162,960; and if in future he will 
cause these particulars to be inserted 
in the Annual Statistical Tables pub- 
lished by the Chief Commissioner. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
culars asked for are set forth in 
the Annual Appropriation Accounts. 
Further publication appears to be un- 
necessary. 


The  parti- 


Teachers and Irish Training Colleges. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether permission will be given to 
teachers of national schools to attend 
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the Irish training colleges at Mount) aware that the tenants of Mr. Leigh 
Partry and Ballingeary for the course of | White, on Dursey Island, have offered to 
six weeks, without being compelled to | pay two years more than the purchase 
provide a ‘substitute ; and whether he is | value put on the island by the valuer 
aware that this permission is given to, | sent down by the Congested Districts 
teachers who attend technical courses. | | Beard : that a number of policemen are 
located under canvas on the island; that 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer} a number of them have had attacks of 
to the first inquiry is in the negative, | illness owing to being exposed to tho 
and to the second in the affirmative. | severity of “the weather; that police 
Elementary science is a compulsory “constables who had no experience in the 
subject of the school programme, while | management of boats are compelled to 
Irish is an optional subject. Instruc- | engage in that pursuit; and that a crew 
tion in Irish can be obtained by the of them narrowly escaped drowning, and 
teachers after school hours in most | were saved by the islanders ; and whether, 
districts. ‘in view of the offer made for the pur- 
ichase of the island by the tenants, the 
police force will be continued on the 


Questions. 


Questions. 








Bartlemy Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork | island. 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no 
Ireland if he will state whether the! information as to the first inquiry. 


Estates Commissioners have received | Policemen are quartered under canvas 
an application for reinstatement from | on tbe island for the protection of the 
Mrs. Mary Eagan, an evicted tenant | caret takers of an evicted farm. ‘There 
on the Nason Estate, Bartlemy, Cork | has heen no case of illness among the 
County; and, having regard to the | | police owing to exposure to the weather. 
fact that her former hoiding is now in | The constables employed as boatmen are 
the landlord’s pessession, what steps, | competent oarsmen, and no_ narrow 
if any, will the escape from diowning has occurred. 





Commissioners take to | 
bring about 


the restoration 
evicted tenant. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; 
of the estate, 
unable to take any effective steps for 
the evicted tenant’s reinstatement. 


Mr. CULLINAN 
Where a landlord 


(Tipperary, 
is willing to sell to 


the Estates Commissioners a holding. | 
can the Com- | 


but not the entire estate, 
missioners purchase ° 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
for notice 
may communicate 
sloners. 


with the Commis- 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, | 
S.): Youare always communicating with | 


them. 
Dursey Island. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.); 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


of this | 


but | 
in the absence of proceedings for sale | 
the Commissioners are | 


S.):| 


I must ask | 
of that Question, so that I) 


The police will be retained on the island 
| so long as their presence is necessary. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, §.): How 
many policemen became ill owing to the 
fact that the porter on the island went 
sour @ 


Mr. GILHOOLY: Is the right hon. 
Gentlemanaware that while one policeman 
was in hospital both his father and mother 
died ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not see 
| what that has to do with the Question on 
the Paper. 

| Me. T. W. RUSSELL: Is there no 
chance of sett!ing this wretched dispute ? 


T should not 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 


like to express an opinion. 


Evicted Tenants on the White Estate, 
near Bantry. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretery to the Lord-Lieutenant 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | of Ireland whether he can state what steps 
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have been taken by the Estates Commis- 
sioners to reinstate or provide for the 
evicted tenants on the White Estate, near 
Bantry. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The former 
holdings of these evicted tenants are 
occupied by other tena its, with whom the 
Commissioners had no power to interfere 
when the estate was being sold. In the 
event of the Commissioners acquiring 
untenanted land in the district the claims 
of the evicted tenants will be considered. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: Have the Estates 
Commissioners made any offer to the 
grabbers of these farms with a view to 
the reinstatement of the evicted tenants ? 
Have they exercised their powers under 
the Act to offer compensation ¢ 


Me. WALTER LONG: 1 donot know 
whether they have power to do anything 
ofthe kind. Nodoubt they have exercised 
the powers they possess. 


’ Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Have they 
made efforts to reinstate these tenants 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Most certainly, 
they are doing their utmost to carry out 
the Act. 


Mr. FLAVIN,: | In my constituency 
there are many untenanted lands which 
the Commissioners have not tried to put- 
! 
chase. 


Irish Text-books in Connaught Schools. 

Mr. OMALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Commissioners of National Education 
will add to their list of text-books in 
Irish additional books particularly suit- 
able for schools in Connaught. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
siiners are prepared to consider the 
question of adding to their list of text- 
books any such books as may be sub- 
mitted for sanction by managers through 
the Board’s inspectors. 


Cuitden Harbour. 
Mr. O'MALLEY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
money promised under the Mirine Works 
(Ireland) Act for the construction of a 
pier in Clifden Harbour has not yet been 
expended on that work; and whether, in 
view of the importance to the proper 
development of the fishing industry of 
the construction of such a pier, he will, 
without further delay, carry out the 
intention and promise of the Act in 
respect to Clifden, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In March, 1903, 
the Government announced to the county 
council its intention to allocate from 
funds provided under the Marine Works 
Act a sum of £4,000 on works at Kin- 
varra, Salthill, or Clifden. Of this amount 
£1,100 have already been allocated to 
Kinvarra. The question of undertaking 
works at Clifden is at present engaging 
consideration. 


Granard Labourers’ Cottages. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that six labourers living in labourers’ 
cottages in Granard urban district, 
have applied for an extension of their 
present allotments by half an acre each 
to the Granard District Council, but have 
been referred to the urban council by 
the former; and if he will direct that 
in holding an inquiry into any represen- 
tations in the rural district the inspector 
will exercise the powers conferred by 
Section 4 of 54 and 55 Vic., c. 71, in re- 
spect of the failure of the urban district 
to take action in this matter. 


Mr. WALTERLONG: The Labourers 
Acts do not apply to urban districts. 
Granard has become an urban district 
since the cottage: referred to were pro- 
vided by the rural sanitary authority. 


Mulloy Estate, County Roscommon. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 5.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Con- 
gested Districts Board can state when 
they propose to have an official inspection 
made of the Mulloy Estate, Ballyfermoyle, 
county Roscommon, with a view to its 
purchase by them. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board} Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
will have an inspection made as soon as | Is it not the fact that a long sensational 
practicable. They cannot at present fix | report appeared in the English papers 
a date. | ten days ago of a serious attack by armed 

men upon this house, and of a fight 
Alleged Outrage at Drumdoe. | lasting three hours, men being wounded 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief and carried off? Does not the right 

Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | hon. Gentleman know that this statement 
Ireland whether he can state the nature | was incorrect, and ought he not to 
of the police report as to alleged shoot- correct it without ai a long 
ing at the residence of Mr. E. Cole interval of time to elapse ? 
Magenis, of Drumdoe, near Boyle ; and 
whether it is intended to prosecute any | 
person in connection with the alleged 
occurrence, 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon, 
Gentleman forgets that when I was 
‘asked a Question by one of my hon, 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon friends immediately after the occurrence, 
N.): lL beg also to ask the Chief I said there must be two parties to a 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of quarrel, and we had only been able to 
Sslend whether he bee eled bee find one in this case. Again and again 
and obtained the reports of the I have expressed from my place here 
district inspector of constabulary and ™Y Tegret at the circulation of such 
the head constable of the locality in TePOrts as these without their being 
reference to the allegation that at a. properly verified. The inquiries by the 


place near Boyle, in the county of Ros. police into this case are proceeding, and 
: the House may rest assured J will lose 


common, the house of a man named sts Soe aes hall kaate Miaatan sae ia 
Maginnis was fired into anda fight ensued "0 “me 12 wacieg sa, Seat a ae san 
for three hours, one man being wounded ; "8 a result. ; If there has — 
whether inquiry into the matter has attack I will take care the correction is 
resulted in the discovery of any marks issued. 
of the house in question having been | 

fired into, or of the windows having been| Mp, HAYDEN: It is a fortnight since 
broken from the outside; and whether | the Question was first asked. How 


he will lay upon the Table the police | 


reports, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The police 
investigation in this case has not yet been | 
concluded, and I am, therefore, not at | 


present in a position to make any further | inquiry will take. 


st.tement upon it. 


Mr. HAYDEN 


this house? Such a statement has been 


sent allover the country, and yet it is | 


well known there was no attack. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I 
hesitate to accept the latter statement as 
inquiries are being made. On the last | 
oceasion T said there were grave doubts | 
whether an attack was made. 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that only one window was 
broken during this five hours fight ? | 


should | 


long are we to await the correction of 
| this slander ? 


| 
Mr. WALTER LONG: It is im- 
| possible for me to say how long the 
Nobody is more 
| desirious than I am that unfounded 
| reports should not be circulated. 


(Roscommon, 8.) : Can | 
the right hon, Gentleman say definitely | 
whether there was any attack made on | 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware the local police say 
there are no traces of any gun shots 
having been fired ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 

Will the right hon. Gentleman try and 
identify the ruffian who sent this out to 
‘the Press? He is to be fcund in Boyle 
; town ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
best to arrive at the facts. 


I will do my 








— Fyy> 


en =: == «et = 28 8&3 ff & 


ee ae a ee a ee ae 








613 Questions. {27 Juty 1905} Questions. 614 
Boyle Ancient Monument. Kerry Evicted Tenants. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief} Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): 1 beg to 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Estates Commissioners 
can explain the reason for their delay in 
obtaining a report from their inspector 
as to the recent malicious destruction of 
an ancient monument, their property; 
near Boyle; what steps have they taken 


to have it restored; and whether they | 


have approved of any claim for milicious 
injury being lodged in regard to this 
affair. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


inquiry into this matter. 


I am making 


King-Harman Estate. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state whether the Congested Districts 
Board would be prepared to reconsider 
'the question of their possession of the 
evicted farms at Cragg and Ardcrone, 
county Kerry, with the view ofa satis- 
factory settlement of the claims of the 
evicted tenants, Mrs, Cronin and Mr. 
Lyne, in accordance with the local 
| representations made to them. 

| Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer 
| to this Question is in the negative. The 
hon. Member has more than once been 
‘informed that it would be altogether 
‘against public policy to reinstate the ex- 
‘tenants, who are defaulting annuitants 
under the Land Purchase Acts. 





Ireland whether he can state in how | 


many cases on the King-Harman Estate | 


has Clause 2 of the regulations, made by 
the Lord-Lieutenant under Section 


of the cases; and what has been the 
subject-matter of the complaints. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No case on 
this estate has been postponed under the 
regulation referred to. 


The Termon Holding. 


23 | 
(8) of the Irish Land Act, 1903, been | 
applied ; and, if so, what are the na nes | 


Rosscarbery Evicted Tenants. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the farm in Castleventry, 
Rosscarbery, from which Patrick 
| Donovan was evicted, is now in the 
Court of Chancery; whether the Court 
authorised the auctioneers to sell the hay 
| by private auction; and, if so, to whom; 
| whether the Court intends selling the 
farm privately ; and whether any steps 
| will be taken to restore the evicted tenant 
| to the farm. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief | 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Com- 


missioners can state the amount of the | 


extra bonus that must be paid to the 
vendor for Termon holding as untenanted 
land as compared with its status as 
tenanted 
Estate, because they stopped the sale of 
the tenant’s interest to ex-County In- 
spector Scott; is this holding a town 
park inside Beyle township; and how 
far is it situate from the congested areas 
on this estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The first 


Inquiry cannot be answered until the | 


allocation of funds takes place. A small 
portion of the land is situated within 
the township of Boyle. There are no 
congested areis oa this estate, 


land on the King-Harman | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The case 
| referred to cannot be traced in the Court 
of Chancery upon the information con- 
tained in the Question. If the hon. 
Member will communicate to me the name 
of the owner, further inquiry will be 
made. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, seeing the 
Rosscarbery section of the Carbery Estate 
has been sold to the ten?nts, any arranges 
ments have been arrived at between land- 
lord ani tenants to restore Patrick 
M‘Carthy, evicted tenant, to the farm at 
Carrigfaddean, Castle Freke; whether the 
farm is still in possession of Arthur 
Dearne, J.P., Clonakilty; whether the 


| landlord offered Lim aay compensation 











615 (Questions, 
for dis:urbance; and, if so, how much; 
and what steps are being taken by the 
Estates Commissioners to assist the land- 
lord in restoring M‘Carthy to the farm 
formerly held by him. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: Proceedings | 


for the sale of this estate have heen 


instituted before the Commissioners, but | 


the name of Mr. Dearne does not appear 
among the purchasing tenants. The 
Commissjoners have no knowledge of the 
facts mentioned in the second and th rd 
queries. Theevicted terant’s application 
will be considered wher the estate has 
becn inspected, 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take steps to have 
this evicted tenant restored ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have said 
that the tenant’s application will be 
considered by the Commissioners. 


*rish Agricultural Department—Staff. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, in view of the fact 
that the Irish Agricultural Department 
have in their service a 
Catholic gentlemen of ten years service 
and upwards and with salaries of less 
than £100 a year, and that other gentle- 
men of less than two years service in 
the Department received po-itions 
carrying salaries of from £200 to £350 
a year, and whether, in view of the 
dissatisfaction in the Department and of 
the fact that local bedies have expressed 
the opinion that the faets require 
independent examination, he will give 
en opportunity for such independent 
examination at an early date; and, if 
not, what steps does he propose to take 
in the matter. 


Mr. WALTERLONG: Thave nothing | 


to add to my replies to the numerous 
Questions already addiessed to me in 
this matter. 


Trinity College Estates in Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry. 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
whether any, and, if so, what 
estates in Kerry either let directly 
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| by Trinity College to tenants or to 
|middle landlords have yet been sold 
under the Land Act of 1963; what 
is the price to tenants and the price 
demanded of landlords for the redemp- 
tion of their head rents; whether any 
steps have been taken for the sale of 
the Wren and Stokes Estates; and, if 
vot, will he explain why. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
this Question is in the negative. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Have 
any steps been taken to enable this 
landlord to carry out the Act ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am fully 
aware of the importance of this Question. 
I cannot say when the Government will 
be in a position to make any recommen- 
dation on the subject. 


Irish National School Plans. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
proposed new plans for national schools 
in Ireland have now been approved of ; 
and, if so, can he state when they will 
be issued. ; 


number of | 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg also to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
will explain the delay in extending the 
scope and powers of managers of schools 
in Ireland by increasing plan VI. (a) of 
the Board of Works for the erection of 
national schools in Ireland; whether he 
is aware that in consequence of the in- 
crease in the cost of materials and 
erection the specifications under this plan 
are now impossible of being carried out; 
and when the Board of Works intend to 
take action in this matter. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pIsH, Derbyshire, W.): I have as yet 
no statement to mak» on this matter, 
which is, however, I hope, on the eve of 
a final settlement. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that this matter has been 
under consideration at least six years. 


Treland | 


_ Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Iknow, 


| but I hope it will soon be settled now. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Before | Beltast rostal Official’s Trial and 
the end of this Parliameat? Is there. Acquittal. 


any Statute of Limitations ? 


Irish Teachers’ Pension Funi. 

Me. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I bog 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he intends to appoint a Com- 
mittee of the House to inquire into the 
Irish Teachers’ Pension Fund, with a 
view to suggest improvements or altera- 
tions of the present system. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: As I 


have stated on previous occasions, I con 


sider the appointment of a Committee | 


would be premature until we are in 
possession of the results of the quin- 
quennial valuation, which takes place at 
the close of this year. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: When 
I raised the question before, the hon. 
Gentleman promised to consider the 
appointment of this Committee apart 
from the Departmental Committee. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH : Yes, but 
my decision must rest upon the Report 
of the Departmental Committee. 


Purchases of Army Horses in Ulster. 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War how many cavalry 
horses have been bought in Ulster during 
the past six months by His Majesty’s 


Government; and if he can state the, 
province in| 


numbers bought in each 
Ireland for a similar purpose during 
that period. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The total 
tumber of cavalry horses purchased in 
Ulster since January Ist, 1905, is eighty- 
oe. In the other provinces in Ireland 
for the same period the figures are as 
follows :—Leinster, 409; Munster, 264; 
Connaught, nil. 


Me. EDWARD MITCHELL was 
understood to ask why, if private dealers 
could buy in Ulster, the horses could not 


be obtained there for Army purposes as 
well 2 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


| most careful consideration. 


| Mer. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if his attention has been 
called to the case of Robert M‘Whirter, 
tried at the current Belfast Assizes, on 
July 18th, on a charge of embezzling £5; 
to the nature of the evidence given on 
behalf of the Crown by a man previously 
unaccustomed to the work of the Savings 
Bank Department; to the charge of the 
Lord Chief Baron; and to the fact that 
the jury promptly returaed a verdict of 
not guilty ; and. seeing that M‘Whirter 
has been suspended from duty, and this 
unproven criminal charga renders it 
difficult for him to secure work elsewhere, 
and that his record of seventeen years 
has been hitherto unblemished, will he 


| take steps to have him reinstated. 


Lorp STANLEY : [ have just received 
a report of the trial and other papers 
relating to the case referred to by the 
hon. Member, and I will give them my 
The whole 
thing will b> gone into carefa'ly. 


Post Office Property in Dublin 

Mr. T. HARRINGTON: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether the 
houses, Nos. 101 and 102, Amiens 
Street, Dublin, are the property of 
the postal authorities in Dublin; 
whether he is aware that the condition 
in which they are kept is complained of 
by the busines; people of the city; and 
whether there is any intention of rebuild- 
ing them, or putting them in a deceit 
state of repaic. 


Lorp STANLEY : The houses referred 
to by the hon. Member belong to the 
Post Office and are used as a basket 
store. I find that representations as t> 
the condition of the two housss have 
been made, and it is proposed to pull 


them down. 


Crasdoney (Cavan) Railway Fatality. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade if he 
will state the result of the inquiry, if any, 


held into the death of John Brennan, 


who was accidentally killed at Crasdoney 


| Station, near Cavan, in December, 1901. 
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Mr. BONAR LAW: No inquiry was 
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I observe that it took place as far back 
as the 20th December, 1900. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : 
the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that the family dependent on this man 
are now in a terrible state of destitution ? 
Will he make further inquiry witha view 
to getting them compensation ? 


[No reply was audible.] 


Irish Provident Assurance Company. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade whether any, and, if so, what 
decision has been come to by the law 
officers of the Crown with regard to the 
position of the Irish Provident Assurance 
Company. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: 
that the inquiries regarding the Irish 
Provident Assurance Company are not 
yet complete, and that the matter is 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, in reply, said 
held into the accident to John Brennan, | that if the hon. and learned Gentleman 
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would allow him to look into the facts 


| and consult with his right hon. friend, he 


Ts | 


I am informed | 


would then give him all the information 
he could on the subject. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether. 
this being in the nature of a new 
Estimate, it could be taken on one of the 
allotted days. ° 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR did not think 
it came under that description. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is headed 
“ Revised Estimate,’ and there is a note 
as follows :—“This Estimate is to be 
substituted for the Estimate presented 
for the same service earlier in the year.” 
It is dated July 24th. I will put 


/another Question down for Monday, 


May I further ask whether the Govern- 
ment really intend to introduce their 
amending Land Bill, which has met with 
hostile criticism from all quarters of the 
House. If it is introduced, I can tell 
the right hon, Gentleman that it will be 


| treated as a highly controversial measure, 


still under the consideration of the) 
authorities in Dublin. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: As/! 


this is a matter which concerns a large | 


number of poor men will the hon. 
Gentleman press it forward ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I can assure the 
hon. Member that it is being gone into 
very thoroughly both by the Board of 
Trade and the Irish Department. 


Mr. FLAVIN: You have already 
taken more than three months over the 
inquiry; 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Mr: JOHN REDMOND asked the 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said the Bill to 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 


| referred was one which was as much in 


the interests of the Irish tenants, indeed 
more of the tenants than of the Irish 
landlords. [Cries of ‘‘No.”] That 
was the intention of the Government; 
it might have been ill carried out 
in the Bill. In view of the explicit 
declaration made by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman, and in view of the 
period of the session, of course it 
would be impossible to proceed with the 
Bill if it was going to meet with 


'determined and hostile opposition on 


the part of the majority of rsh 


| Members, 


First Lord of the Treasury whether the | 
prom'se given when the Bill creating 


the Irish Development Grant Fund was 


passed, that each session an opportunity | 
would be afforded for the allocation of | 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 


the fund, would be redeemed, especially 
as the Estimate issued early in the 


session had been withdrawn and an) 
entirely different Estimate substituted | 


oaly two days ago. 


| be printed. 


FOREIGN SHIPS (STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS). 


Report from the Select Committe, 


Report to lie upon the Table, anl to 
[No. 289.] 
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WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 
Report from the Select Committee, 


with Minutes of Evidence and an 
Appendix, brought up, and read, 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 270.] 


NEW BILL, 


LAND VALUES ASSESSMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Assessment of Land Values in Scotland,” 
presented by Mr. Munro Ferguson ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Douglas, and 
Mr. Lamont; to be read a second time 
upon Saturday, 12th August, and to be 
printed. [Bill 298.] 


SUPPLY {17TH ALLOTTED Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Cuass IL. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £28,920, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 5lst day 
of March, 1906, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of His 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, including a Grant in Aid of 
certain Expenses connected with Emi- 
grati nn. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) rose to call attention 
to the Transvaal Constitution. The 


Colonial Secretary the other day made 
aspeech in which he taunted the Oppo- 
‘ition with not having brought on this 
Vote earlier in order to discuss tbis | 
particular question. He thought the 
taunt was very unworthy of the right 
hon, Gentleman, as there were very, 
VOL. CL. [FourtH SeRtks. ] 
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good reasons for not pressing it on. 
One was that the matter of time 
did not arise. The whole question had 
been practically taken out of the 
power of the House to deal with by 
the issue of Letters Patent. Then he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
allow him to say that, though they 


dissented from the proposals he 
made, hon. Members on the Opposi- 
tion side desired as much as he did 
to avoid any action that might 


accentuate friction in South Africa, 
or tend to jeopardise the settlement 
of this very difficult question. They, 
quite as much as the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself, desired the peace and 
prosperity of South Africa, and they 
equally desired with him a satisfactory 
settlement. He regretted very much 
that the question had been taken out of 
the purview of the House. He would 
have thought the Government would have 
welcomed the assistance and criticisms 
of the Opposition on that very important 
question. They had not been so 
singularly and uniformly successful either 
in their anticipation, or action, or results 
in South African affairs, as to justify 
them in arrogating to themselves omnis- 
cient wisdom with regard to South 
African matters. Moreover, this House 
had exceptional claims to consideration 
in this matter. Nobody could deny that 


the last election turned largely on the 


qvesiion of the settlement in South 
Afries, and that the Government were 
given a majority because it was supposed 
by the electors that they would be 
better able to bring about a rapid and 
successful peace and a good settlement 
alter the war. The House ought under 
such circumstances to have had an 
opportunity of discussing this question 
in a friendly way. 


Being now challenged he was bound to 
say that in twomaterial matters the policy 
of the Government was not one in which 
he for one was able to concur. The first 
was the decision which the Government 
had come to in regard to the Orange 
Free State. There the problem was a 
much simpler one than in the case of the 
Transvaal ; and if any forward steps were 
to be taken at all, it should, in his opinion, 
have been the Orange Free State that 
should have taken precedence, for there 


Y 
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they had no complications in regard to 
mining or Chinese labour, and the State | 
had for many years been accustomed to | 
absolute self-government of the most | 
constitutional description. While he was | 
in office they never had any trouble of | 
any sort or kind with the Orange Free | 
State. In this connection, he regretted | 
that Lord Selborne had 
the Government could hold out no| 
plomise as to the time when the care of | 
this colony would be taken in hand, and 


that reform might not take place for | 


years to come. 
would tend to the smooth or satisfactory 
working of the new Transvaal Constitu- 


tion. 

The other point in which he) 
entirely dissented from the decision 
of the Government was that in- 


stead of giving to the Transvaal re- 
sponsible government they were going | 


to give it representative institutions. | 
He and his friends were not in a 
position to say whether the time 


had arrived when 
fitted for complete self-government. 
But it would have been far better, if | 
necessary, to have waited for a further 
period in order to grant, as one step, | 
complete self-government rather than | 
representative institutions. The Gov- 
ernment had always said that they 
intended to treat the Transvaal on the 
basis of a self-governing colony, and 
that the Colonial Secretary was bound | 
by the pledges of his predecessor. But | 
the only pledge given by the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham was that 
at some time or other the Transvaal 
should have full responsible govern- 
ment. The Colonial Secretary had spoken | 
of the risks of giving full responsible 
institutions to the Transvaal; but what- 
ever steps were taken in this matter 
there were risks. The unfortunate thing 


about South Africa was that there 
were Tisks in any course of action | 
which might be taken there. In his | 


opinion, however, there was less risk in | 
giving a full Constitution to the Trans- | 
vaal at the proper time than in carrying 
this proposal of representative institu- 
tions and then subsequently granting a 
Constitution. He was glad to think, 
in respect of the racial difficulties, 


that a large section of British sub- 
Mr. Sydney Buxton, 
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declared that | 


He did not think that | 


the Transvaal was | 
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| jects in the Transvaal were in accord 


and in co-opera‘ion with the Dutch, 
‘and this agreement and co- operation 


‘would do a great deal to help the 
‘future government of the country. He 
feared, “however, that the grant of a 


‘representative sVstem, instead of recon- 
ciling the Dutch, might alienate the 
British, and thus there might spring upa 
| common antagonisin against this country, 


who, after all, would still remain 
responsible for the country. ood 
feature about tie proposal of the 
Government was that it would not 
_ need any very revolutionary step to 
| move from the present position to the 


next step of full self-government. 


The substantial difference between a 
constitutional and representative govern- 
;/ment was that in the one case the 

Executive was under the control of the 
representatives of the people, and in the 
| other case the Executive was irre- 
| sponsible and could neither be made 
|nor dismissed by the representatives, 
| Having quoted from Sir Charles Bruce 
in condemnation of a system of hybrid 
_ Constitution which existed in so many 
Crown Colonies, he pointed out tha’ 
there were drawbacks and dangers in 
\the representative system as compared 
'with complete self-government. Under 
it the Executive had the power of 
|the purse, though in the minority, 
'while the representatives in the ma- 
jority had the pow to refuse the 
| proposals of the Government and to 
‘eriticise the subjects brought before 
then. The minority could prevent the 
majority from having their way, and 
the majority could similarly block the 


proposals of the minority. On the 
one side there was power without 
responsibility; on the other responsi- 





bility without power. This position of 
/ affairs was not calculated to smooth 


|the working of Government institu- 
tions as a whole. There was also 


the serious danger that such a Consti- 
| tution must almost certainly lead to 
| friction, justifying or even ‘compelling 
delay in the granting of fuller powers. 
Finally, instead of self-government being 
given spontaneously and received grate- 
fully, it would be given grudgingly, under 
pressure, and received without favour. 
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He hoped, however, that those 
interested in this question, would do 
their best to utilise the Constitut on 
which had been granted to the Trans- 
yaal, to make it successful, and would take 
ashare in its administration and control. 
He would advise them to do so for this 
very good reason—that the more they 
showed themselves desirous of taking 
part in their own government, the 
sooner and easier it would be t» give 
full self-government to the ‘Transvaal. 
Those who sat on the Opposition side of 
the House still retained a profound belief 
in the healing virtues of responsible 
government and liberty. They thought 
that when the time had arrived for 
a step to be taken in that direction it 
should have been the step of granting a 
complete Constitution to the Transvaal. 
Such a Constitution would have ensured 
that liberty, equality, and fraternity 
which was best calculated to bring 
peace and prosperity to the Transvaal. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) said that 
the hon. Member who had just spoken 
had indulged in gloomy prophecies as to 
the result of the Constitution now granted 
and the delay in granting full responsible 
yvovernment to the Transvaal, though 
at the end of his speech he seemed rather 
to regret the statements he had made, 
and had expressed the hope that the 
different races in South Africa would do 
ull they could to work this Constitution 
in such @ manner as would make respon- 
sible government possible in the near 
future. In the course of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s observations he had, however, 
omitted two considerations from his 
criticisms, one being that neither the 
Transvaal nor any of the colonies in South 
Africa were inhabited only by two white 
races. In the case of the Transvaal there 
was a vast population of a different char- 
acter, which rendered all analogies based 
on the experience of other colonies, where 
that fact did not exist, entirely alien to the 
particular problem which had to be con- 
sidered. The hon. Member made a useful 
and kindly admission which went far to 
dispose of the criticisms he had made, 
because he admitted that the Constitution 
as at present laid down would require very 
little change, and all that would have 
to be done in order to give full responsible 
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government would be to alter the rela- 
tions of the electoral to the Executive 
parties. But the hon. Gentleman went 
very far when he assumed to bring a 
general criticism against the whole system 
of what might be termed half-way houses 
to colonial Constitutions, and said that 
he would be willing that the present con- 
ditions should exist a little longer, if in 
the end responsible government was 
granted to the Transvaal. That was con- 
trary to the chiei precedents in colonial 
government. On questions of this kind 
they ought to be very careful how they 
departed from what was the usual course 
in granting a Constitution. The hon. 
Gentleman’s criticisms seemed to imply 
that the system of half-way house repre- 
sentative government was likely to be 
permanent, but as a matter of fact it 
was introduced by his right hon. friend 
the Colonial Secretary as a temporary 
system ; introduced merely to give these 
peoples in the Transvaal an opportunity to 
learn to work a responsible Constitutior 
when it was granted to them ; a Constitu- 
tion which it might fall to the lot of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to grant. 


Although the hon. Gentleman 
criticised the action of the Govern- 
ment i withholding from the elected 
body several great questions, notably 
that of the railways which were con- 
trolled by the Inter-Colonial Council, 
he sheuld not suggest that the Inter- 
Colonial Council ought to be abolished. 
The advantages of that body were ob- 
vious ; they had co-ordinated the railways 
of the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony, and they had stimulated other 
portions of South Africa in their desire 
to combine other railways and work them 
together in one general system for the 
country. That must eventually come. 
It was only a question of time. There 
had been some changes in the com- 
position of the Inter-Colonial Council 
which dealt with these railways, and as 
the Constitution of the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony broadened,a broader 
basis would be introduced into the control 
of these railways, and that broadening 
process would go on pari passu with 
that of the Constitution. 


had 


His right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary had laid it down that the 
¥ 2 
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natives should not have votes under 
the new Constitution, and that to 
safeguard the native races of the 
country special legislation was to be 
passed in the Colonial Legislature, 
legislation relating to native rights and 
interests. If he might venture to make 
@ suggestion, he would suggest that that 
was not enough, because it might be 
that insufficient legislation, or legislation 
which was not of the proper kind, might 
be passed to deal with native interests. 
It had also to be remembered that there 
was a certain amount of native representa- 
tion in Cape Colony, and although he 
would not say that it had worked well, 
there was a means of communication 
between the dark races of South Africa, 


and a certain feeling of annoyance 
might arise from the fact that while 


they had no voice in the affairs of the 
Transvaal, their fellow races in Cape 
Colony had some means of influencing 
the authorities of that colony. He 
would therefore suggest that there should 
be one or two gentlemen in the council 
itself to definitely represent native 
interests. ‘lhey should ascertain what 
the wishes of the native races were, 
and influence, so far as they could, 
the council in those matters. That was 
a matter he ventured to press on his 
right hon. friend. He strongly depre- 
cated many of the statements made that 
because of some technicality in connection 
with the guarantee, those who guaranteed 
the £30,000,000 would repudiate their 
guarantee when elected to the council, 
He believed that they fully recognised 
their obligations, and that their guarantee 
would be taken up. It would be, he 
thought, most unfortunate, if they were 
to suggest that these men, after taking 
advantage of a bargain or arrangement 
of that kind, would go back upon it. It 
seemed to him inconceivable that men 
who wished to start on a new representa- 
tive career, shortly to emerge into full 
responsible government, should — seek 
to repudiate the responsibility and 
obligations they had voluntarily taken 
upon themselves. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
said that it was his last wish to approach 
the subject raised by his hon. friend in 
a controversial or 


Mr, Peel. 
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Party spirit, but he 
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wished to echo the opinion expressed 
by his hon. friend that a certain resent- 
ment was felt in certain quarters at the 
boast which the Colonial Secretary had 

made, that because his colonial policy 
in South Africa had not been challenged 
by the Opposition in that House that 
therefore that policy was — of. 
He reminded the right hon. Gentleman 
that apart from the reasons given by 
his hon. friend for not raising the question 
before, there was a third reason which 
had not been given. The first reason 
given for not raising this question before 
was that there was no urgency, and the 
second was that the whole matter had 
been removed from the purview of that 
House. But the third reason, which 
had not been put forward, was their 
desire and endeavour to criticise these 
matters in such a way as not to prevent 
the peace, prosperity, and safety of 
South Africa being achieved by anything 
that might be said either in or outside 
that House. 


While he agreed generally with the views 
expressed by his hon. friend, he thought 
the Orange River Colony would be ijor- 
tunate if it was allowed to go by one step 
from Crown colony government to full 
responsible government. He wasat a loss 
to understand why the Government had 
embarked on the policy embodied in 
the proposed Constitution. There had 
been no demand whatever for this * hali- 
way house” policy from either Boer or 
Briton in the colony. There had been 
no great grumbling against the policy of 
Crown colony government. The Dutch 
population were accepting the inevitable 
in no unfriendly spirit, and were looking 
forward to the time wher responsible 
government would be given, but as the 
result of the introduction of this proposed 
Constitution the white population of the 
Transvaal had divided itself into two 
hostile camps, and political agitation, 
which was practically unknown until 
November of last year, had greatly de- 
veloped. He thought, therefore, that on 
all grounds it would have been better to 
have deferred the settlement of thus 
question until some future date, and then 
to have granted full responsible govern- 
ment. If the future of South Africa was 
to be assured as an integral portion of the 
British Empire, it was absolutely essential 
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that the active co-operation of the Dutch | 
population should be enlisted in the 
government of the country. So far as 
could be judged, this Constitution would 
not secure the co-operation of the Dutch 
population, and he believed that if such 
a system of government were imposed 
upon the Transvaal it was bound to fail 
in the long run. The policy was not 
Lord Milner’s, but had been imposed 
upon the Colonial Government in the 
Transvaal by the Government at home. 
That was evident from the speech of Lord 
Milner in reply to a deputation from the 
Progressive Party at Johannesburg on 
January 10th last, when he said— 

Entirely apart from any personal opinion, 
{ have received instructions from the Home 
(;overnment to make what suggestions I can 
and to throw what light I car upon the 
execution of what is their settled policy— 
which is to introduce here a representative 
Legislature elected by the people, with an 
Executive which will continue for a time to be 
appuinted by the Crown.” 


Whether or not the Government re- 
ceived advice from Lord Milner, they had 
no right to refuse to take the fullest re- 
sponsibility in the matter. It was only 
necessary to read the Blue-books to see 
that both parties were in agreement on 
many matters, including the electoral 
areas, the basis of the franchise, and, in 
substance, as to responsible government 
being the only possible future government 
for the colony. Practically the only 
difference between them was as to when 
responsible governmentshould be granted. 
He thought, therefore, the Government 
should have deferred the settlement of 
the question until the psychological 
moment, agreed on by both Parties, 
arrived, when full responsible govern- 
ment could be granted. The dangers 
involved in the proposed Constitution 
were very real. By setting up a nomin- 
ated Executive, practically at the mercy 
of an elective Assembly, they were running 
the risk of bringing the whole Government 
to a deadlock. Mr. E. P. Solomons, at 
a public meeting in Johannesburg, said— 

“ The result of the proposed Constitution will 
be that you will create ill-feeling amongst our 
personal friends ; there will be disruption 
amongst the English section of this community, 
and there will be the alienation of the Dutch 
population. Once the disruption and aliena- 
tion occurs, it will take years to bring them 
into the position which they formerly occupied.” 
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Then, speaking of the Progressive 
Party, he said— 

‘Are these men going to take this responsi- 
bility for the sake of one solitary year ?——” 
his point being that the Progressives 
were anxious, after a little delay, to 
grant responsible government. That 
being so, it would have been only sensible, 
wise, and statesmanlike to have deferred 
the settlement. It was too late to ask 
the Government to hang up the matter. 
The Constitution would soon be in 
operation ; but, in the interests of peace 
and the future of the colony, he earnestly 
urged the Government to grant full 
responsible government at the earliest 
possible moment. 


*Mr.WORSLEY-TAYLOR (Lancashire, 
Blackpool) thought that all would agree 
that this matter should be treated as 
outside Party controversy, and that 
nothing should be said that would tend 
to jeopardise the harmonious working 
of the Constitution. It had been said 
that there was no demand for this pro- 
posed Constitution, but from the very 
first page of the Blue-book he found 
a reference to a most powerful associa- 
tion, containing the leading men in the 
Transvaal, the first two articles of 
which were the maintenance of the 
British flag, and the immediate fulfilment 
of the promise of the establishment of 
representative government on liberal 
and fair terms with a view to clearing 
the way for the granting, as early as 
might be expedient, of the freest and 
fullest form of responsible government. 


Mr. FULLER said he distinctly stated 
there was no agitation for that particular 
form of Constitution before November, 
1904. 


*Mr. WORSLEY-TAYLOR did not 
think the date was very material. One 
of the sections of the terms of peace 
provided that military administration 
should at the earliest possible date be 
succeeded by civil government, to be 
followed as soon as circumstances per- 
mitted by representative institutions 
leading up to self-government. This 
measure of representative government 
was in accordance with the section. It 
was justified by the history of the case 
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and by the Vereeniging Treaty, which 
was submitted to the burghers and 
ratified by them. 
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With regard to the general circum- 
stances of the country, he wished 
to point out that there were two races 
in South Africa. Whether the Boers 
were in a majority as to popula- 
tion, or whether they would have a 
majority of voters he could not say ; 
but even if they were not in a majority 
they would have a minority — so 
powerful that by allying themselves with 
another party they would dominate the 
situation. Since the conclusion of the 
war they could not shut their eyes to 
the fact that some of the Boer leaders had 
shown themselves hostile, and many of 
them had abstained from co-operating 
in any of those measures which had been 
brought forward to restore prosperity 
to the country. Good work had been 
done under Lord Milner of a civil, eco- 
nomic, and municipal kind in which the 
Boers might very well have co-operated. 
That the new Constitution was very 
generous to the Boers nobody could 
deny, for although not long ago they were 
in arms and made war against us, there 
was not a single thing under the Con- 
stitution which was now being granted 
to our fellow-countrymen in the Trans- 
vaal which was not granted to the Boers 
as well. There was no other nation on 
the face ot the earth which would have 
treated a community of that kind so 
generously. 


There was another matter which 
to his mind was one of great mo- 
ment, and that was the opinion of the 
Progressive Association. He did not 
want to go into names, or introduce com- 
parisons, but nobody would deny that 
there were amongst the members of the 
Progressive Association men who were 
recognised as leaders of public opinion 
in 


the Transvaal. It included men 
of all shades of opinion, men who 
fought for us in the war, eminent 


constitutional lawyers, mn who had 
done most useful municipal work, 
prominent commercial men, and leaders 
of the mining community. The mem- 
bers of the Progressive Association had 
declared against granting responsible 
government, and they asked that the 
terms of the Treaty of Vereeniging should 


Mr. Worsley-Taylor. 
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He 
ventured to say that if the Government 


‘had disregarded an appeal of that kind 


from the people on the spot they would 
have been doing wrong. 


Since the promulgation of the new Con- 
stitution there had been a greater advance 
towards co-operation on the part of the 
Boers than had been displayed during 
the whole of the time that had elapsed 
since the war. He noticed that in a 
speech delivered the other day, General 
Louis Botha said that they must show 
the Government of this country that they 
were loyal. For his part, said General 
Botha, he intended to turn over a new 
leaf and make a new start, and it was 
the duty of all Boers to do all they could 
to help Lord Selborne to carry on suc- 
cessfully the government of the country. 
He was glad to read statements of that 
kind from influential Boer leaders, and 
they ought to do all they could to en- 
courage them to co-operate under the 
new Constitution, and not discourage 
them by adverse criticism of it. The 
Boers were now registering themselves as 
voters in order to be able to exercise 
their rights and functions under the Con- 
stitution, and for such reasons as these 
he hoped we might draw the inference 
that they intended to co-operate loyally 
with their fellow-countrymen under the 
new Constitution, which lent itself to a 
gradual approximation to that fuller 
form of responsible government which 
they all desired to see intreduced at 
the earliest possible moment. It was so 
drawn that members of the Executive 
could be chosen from those who were 
elected. It was, therefore, possible under 
the new Constitution gradually to ap- 
proximate very closely to the fuller form 
of responsible government. He hoped 
that before many years were over they 
would find all parties in the Transvaal 
joining together and saying to this 
country, ‘“ Now that we have proved 
ourselves able to co-operate with you 
under this Constitution in bringing pros- 
perity to the Transvaal we ask you to 
grant us responsible government.” Then, 
and not till then, would any Government 
be justified in granting that full measure 
of responsible government to which the 
new Constitution, which had been recently 
promulgated, was the stepping stone. 
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*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said he was | 


sure they all welcomed what the hon. | 
Member had said in regard to the sincerity | 
of General Botha’s intentions, but if such 
evidence meant anything at all it ought 
to lead to quite a different conclusion to 
that which the hon. Gentleman opposite | 
had drawn. Such declarations rather | 
led to the conclusion that instead of in- | 
troducing elements of difference and fric- 
tion the Government should at once 
accept such professions of loyalty as real, 
and grant complete self-government to 
the Transvaal. 


He had risen more to point out that 
the present condition of affairs in South 
Africa was a complete and absolute 
condemnation of the policy of the 
Government as stated by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham whilst he occupied the posi- 
tion of Colonial Secretary. What did 
they find? The forecast made by the 
late Colonial Secretary had been com- 
pletely falsified. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
stated that the real reason for embarking 
upon the war was that unless they did so 
and rejected the proposals of President 
Kruger it would be necessary to maintain 
an armed force in South Africa of 25,000 
men with the inevitable result that our 
whole Army system would be thrown into 
confusion. As a result of the war they 
found that they were still maintaining 
an armed force of 25,000 men, for they 
were keeping up in South Africa a con- 
stabulary numbering 5,000, and 20,000 
British troops. For what reason were 
they being maintained? Because they 
could not trust the people. In South Africa 
there was a white population of 250,000 
men, women, and children ; and out of that 
total about 50,000 were capable of bearing 
arms. Therefore, they had one soldier 
or policeman for every two men in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 
Not only this, but the expenditure upon 
the constabulary was about £1,000,000. 
What did that mean ? That every man, 
woman, and child (outside the Rand) in 
the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony was subject to a charge of £4 a 
head, or £20 per household. The total 
cost of Government in all its depart- 
ments in this country was £3 10s. or £4 
per head. Therefore, in South Africa | 
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they were subjected to as heavy a 
charge for police alone as the whole 
expense of governing these islands. In 
addition to this charge on the people of 
the new colonies, the people of this 
country had to maintair those 20,000 
troops at a cost of £4,000,000, and 
that was a large proportion of the whole 
outlay upon our military establishments. 
They thus found that we had obtained 
no relief through the war from the 
burden of maintaining a large force in 
Africa, and he ventured to say that the 
form of Constitution now proposed by 
the Government would not give them 
relief. They would still require to govern 
by force and not by reason. The Govern- 


/ ment could not take their courage in both 


hands and go forward and trust the people. 
He, therefore, supported the hon. Member 
for Poplar in urging that every considera- 
tion of policy and economy pointed to an 
early grant of self-government instead 
ot the intermediate stage, which almost, 
by universal experience, led to friction 
and to the delay of the consummation 
of self-government under the British 


flag which they all desired. 


Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said there was a certain degree of unreality 
in this debate, for the Transvaal Constitu- 


‘tion had been promulgated irrespective 


of the opinion of the House, and without 
their having an opportunity of considering 
it beforehand and offering their judgment 
upon it. He ventured to say that the 
course which the Government had pur- 
sued for a considerable time in regard 
to the House of Commons had diminished 
the power of the House. However, they 
must say something in regard to the new 
Constitution of the Transvaal, because it 


greatly affected this country. He did 
not propose to refer to precedents, 


although the Colonial Secretary in his 
covering despatch to Sir Arthur Lawley 
had laid considerable stress on precedents. 


‘He believed it was true that in many, if 


not most cases, responsible government 
had been preceded by a form of purely 
Crown government. But in all cases 
—certainly in Canada, Cape Colony, 


and, he thought, in some of the 
colonies of Australia—friction had 


become extreme, because there was an 
irresponsible Assembly without the power 
of expressing opinons, while alongside of 
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it there was a Government which was | 
responsible, but responsible only to itself. | 
He did not wish to dwell on these pre- 
cedents, although some things had been 
said by distinguished statesmen in the 
past warning the Government of the 
danger of the course taken in this case, 
namely, the half-way course. After all, 
they should not be governed by analogy. 
What they had to do was to use common 
sense and to see whether partial self- 
government was advisable and what 
were the proposals of the Government 
which were now to be carried into effect. 


The Legislative Assembly had four- 
fifths of elected 
not say anything of the franchise at 
the moment—and therefore they could 
carry, if they had a mind to do so, any 
vote they thought proper. But what 
had they withdrawn from it? They 
had withdrawn from it the salaries of 
all the servants of the State. In other 
words, they might object in the strongest 
possible manner to the conduct of one 
person or another, but they would not 
have an opportunity of discussing it 
on the Estimates because those salaries 
were taken out of the Consolidated Fund. 
They could not remove a single member 
of the Administration, however strongly 
they might disapprove of him. In that 
way they could not enforce any active 
administration at all. That was a very 
serious matter. That meant that the 
constabulary could act as it pleased. 
The power of criticising the constabulary 
was withdrawn from the Legislative 
Assembly. The revenue and expenditure 
of railways were withdrawn. ‘The rail- 
ways were the greatest source of revenue 
in the Transvaal, and the railway manage- 
ment had been giving rise to great dis- 
satisfaction in recent months, as everyone 
who read the papers on the subject 
was well aware. In addition to that 
the Governor could not pass any law 
relating to Asiatics or natives without 
referring it home. There was an express 
power reserved which he thought was 
unprecedented. The power was reserved 


to the King in Council, notwithstanding 
the grant of this quasi-Constitution, 
to disallow any laws which the council 
thought fit to pass, over-riding the 
Legislative Assembly by the mere issue 
of an Order in Council. If 


Sir Robert Reid, 


that was 
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according to precedent well and 
good, but, whether it was so or 
not, it was surely against the rule 
laid down more than a hundred years 
ago by Lord Mansfield, who said— 

“ The Sovereign need not grant a Constitu- 
tion unless he thinks fit, but once he grants a 
Constitution that Constitution is irrevocable,” 

That law had been abrogated by the 
form of this Constitution. 


What could the Legislative Assembly 
do? They could discuss grievances, 
and t ey could point out the defects 
of Ministers. They could stir up dis- 
satisfaction and discontent all over the 
country. He did not say they would 
do it. But they could not invoke a 
certain remedy for the purpose of re- 
moving grievances. That wasa situation 
which must necessarily lead to friction, 
It was contrary to the interests of this 
country, and also to the real interests 
of the Transvaal, that this state of things 
should be set up. In the first place what 
were the interests of this country ? 
Under the new Constitutior. we should 
continue to be responsible for the govern- 
ment of the ‘Transvaal. He noticed 
that one of the planks of the Progressive 
Association was that Party politicians 
in this country were not to interitre 
in the affairs of the Transvaal. He was 
perfectly certain that nobody wanted 
to interfere in the affairs of the Transvaal, 
but we must look into them and prevent 
them from being a constant source of 
expenditure to this country. 


He noticed that the Colonial Secretary, 
in a speech the other day, said in sub- 
stance that almost all the millions which 
had been spent on the great wo.ks which 
were being carried out had come directly 
or indirectly out of the mines. ‘The 
right hon, Gentleman could not have been 
correctly reported, or he did not mean 
it in a literal sense. The Blue-book 
stated that the expenditure which had 
been incurred for these very purposes 
came out of the guaranteed loan. He 
thought that was very likely what the 
That 
was money which was advanced by this 
country. They had spent £3,000,000, 
roughly, on new railways; £4,500,000 
had been advanced by way of loans; 
£4,500,000 had been spent on charges 


In the way of repatriation; £2,200,000 
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had gone for land settlement; nearly 
£1,500,000 on other public works; and 
£1,500,000 on the improvement of rail- 
ways. All that bad come out of the 
guaranteed loan—that was to say, the 
money which was provided on con- 
dition that £30,000,000 would be contri- 
buted by the Transvaal towards the 
cost of the war. That was not all. 
There had been in addition to that, since 
the war concluded, a sum of upwards 
of £20,090,000 spent out of the pockets of 
the people of this country which was 
not to be repaid. The late Colonial 
Secretary, answering a Question which 
he put to him two years ago, said that 
between £15,000,000 and £16,000,000 
would be spent, and he understood the 
present Colonial Secretary to say, in the 
debate last year, had been spent, to repair 
the mischief which had been wrought 
through the devastating war. He was 
making no complaint about that, for there 
were many things which we were under an 
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regard to railway rates and Customs 
charges, which made the cost of living 
out there three times what it was in 
this country. Were the gold mines to 
pay only 10 per cent.? That was a 
matter which had to be settled, as well 
as other kindred things, by opinion out 
there and not by us. Every one of the 
subjects he had referred to were with- 
drawn by the Constitution from the 
decision of the new Legislative 
Assembly. All these things were reserved 
for the Executive Government, and the 
consequence was that we should not get 
rid of the responsibility, and, what was 
much more important, the people of the 
Transvaal would not be able to settle 
these matters according to what they 
themselves thought was right. He had 
no doubt that Lord Selborne and other 
Ministers who might be sent there would 
desire to do their duty, but what was the 
use of having a Constitution which did 
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/not command the support of the people 


absolute obligation to do for the purpose | 


of repairing the mischief. 
still paying about £4,000,000 a year for 
the garrison in South Africa which con- 
sisted now of 20,000 men. 


But we were | 


Ten years | 


ago we had less than 4,000 men there. | 
The present garrison of 20,000 men | 


represented nearly one-tenth of the adult | 
We would | 


population of the Transvaal. 
have to keep up that garrison as long as 
there was not peace and goodwill in the 
country. 


That was one of the reasons | 


why politicians in this country were | 


bound to take an interest in the affairs 
of the Transvaal. 


thing 
in 


a good 
government 


It would ( tbe 
have responsible 
Transvaal for the sake of that 
country itself. He said this because 
in this country and in the House they 
did not possess the necessary knowledge, 
and the information was not accessible 
to them, to enable them to settle the 


to be governed. Power should be be- 
stowed on the people themselves, because 
they knew where the shoe pinched. That 
was an elementary fact in human govern- 
ment which had been forgotten. We 
should not satisfy these people until we 
gave them responsible government. 


He had said nothing at all about 


the Orange Free State. What he 
was putting forward was the goal 
which was professedly aimed at by 
the Coionial Secretary. When he said 
“ professedly ” he did not say that 


ithe right hon. Gentleman was affect- 
| ing it. 

to | 
the | 


It was the goal which was pro- 
vided for by the Treaty of Vereeniging. 
Why was nothing to be given to the 
Orange Free State? He did not know 


| whether it was a fact, but it was said that 


difficult questions which arose in the | 


There was, to begin with, 
the matter of Chinese labour. That was 
@ question of infinite difficulty. From 
some points of view it was a matter which 
should be settled in accordance with 
opinion out there. It was a question 
which could not be settled according to 
opinion here. So it was with regard 


Transvaal. 


in the Transvaal there was not a majority 
of Boer voters, while in the Orange Free 
State there was a majority of Boer voters. 
It was said that that was the reason 
that nothing had been done for the 
Orange Free State. He hoped not. 
Let them think for a single moment 
what that meant. It meant that 
a great part of the manhood in the 
Transvaal at the present time was 
there by reason of the mines. He did 
not know how long the mines would 
last. Probably they would be temporary, 


to the Asiatic question. So it was with | but there was likely to be for a long time 
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to come a preponderance of men who 
went there for the purpose—the legiti- 
mate purpose—of making their way in 
the world and returning home. They 
did not take their families there, and they 
did not rear families there. They were 
largely single men. The Boers had their 
families there. They were proverbially 
a prolific race. They were increasing 
enormously, and had been doing so 
for the last century. 


It was essential for us to consolidate 
our position in South Africa and to follow 
out the old policy which was carried on 
before the misery came arising out of the 
Jameson Raid. South Africa could not be 
governed successfully except with the 
consent and goodwill of the population. 
It was true that the Boers had fought 
and had been beaten ; but how long would 
the memories of their struggle last ? 
There were a class of memories not likely 
to fade away in three, four, five, ten, or 
twelve years. There were memories on 
both sides which, so far as the com- 
batants on both sides were concerned, 
they were entitled to be proud of. He 
was speaking not of the politicians, but 
of the men who fought in the field, and 
who risked their lives. Lord Kitchener 


himselt had said that if he were a Boer | 


he would be proud of these memories. 


Now, as be understood human nature, | 


that was the frame of mind in which they 
could best approach the Boers. in a spirit 
of confidence and trust. And that was 
the reason why he said that when the 
Government was going to give the Trans- 
vaal a new Constitution they should 
have granted responsible self-government. 


That would have been the best for South | 


Africa, for the Boers, and for all con- 
cerned. 


Tae MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) asked if the High 
Commissioner had the power to appoint 
to the Executive Council men who had 
been elected to the Legislative Assembly ? 
If so, he thought it would considerably 
facilitate business in the council if he 
were to appoint two or three of the leading 
citizens to the Executive Council. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington) said that the High 


Str Rohert Reid. 
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Commissioner had the power to appoint 
elected members to the Executive Coun- 
cil, but that appointment by the High 
Commissioner would necessarily vacate 
the seats of the elected members of the 
Legislative Assembly, as in the case of 
Ministers here, and their re-election would. 
therefore, be necessary. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
he had very little to add to what had 
been said by his hon. and learned friend 
as to the Constitution granted to the 
| Transvaal; but he had some Questions 
to ask as to the present condition of the 
‘natives. That was of very great im- 
| portance, especially in regard to land 
'and education. There had been a desire 
|on the part of a large section of the 
| whites to prevent the natives from having 
/any permanent interest in the land— 
particularly on the part of the squatters 
/and the leaseholders. In the Report of 
'the Land Commission, two of the mem- 
_bers were dissatisfied with the view of 
'the other Commissioners, and held that 
| it would be to the interest of the native 
| population and of the country if a per- 
/manent land tenure were given to the 
'natives on holdings which they could 
work for themselves, instead of being 
obliged to work on the farms of the white 
men. Now, there was nothing more to be 
desired than that in the Transvaal there 
should be a native peasant proprietary, 
_Under such conditions they would ac- 
| quire habits of industry and thrift. In 
| that way there could be bridged over 
| the necessary passage from tribal con- 
ditions to those to which they must 
ultimately come in order to take their 
place in the general social economy of 
the country. He was anxious to hear 
some statement of the policy of the 
Government from the right hon. Gentle- 
man on that point, and he hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
accede to the wishes of those who 
desired that the natives should be pte- 
vented from acquiring land in their 
own country. His belief was that the 
natives were better off in regard to 
the acquisition of land under the old 
Boer Government than under the present 
Government. 





Similarly in regard to education. 
He found from the Report of the 
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Commissioner of Native Affairs that 
the natives paid in direct taxation 
£280,000 a year. That wasa large sum; 
it was more than they had paid before 
the war. Let him say, in passing, that 
the natives were worse off now than before 
the war. One of the flimsy pretexts 
for the war was that we were going to do 
so much for the benefit of the natives. 
So far from that being true, the 
natives were now, as he had _ said, 
worse off, While the natives of the 
Transvaal paid £280,000 in direct 
taxation, the sum expended on native 
education was only £5,000. That was 
a very much lowersum than was spent in 
the othereolonies. In Cape Colony, with 
self-government, the amount contributed 
in direct taxation by the natives was 
£105,009, and the public expenditure 
on the education of the natives was 
£47,000. He put it to the Committee 
whether it was not dealing unfairly 
and unkindly with the natives of the 
Transvaal to spend only £5,000 a vear 
on their education when they contributed 
£280,000 in direct taxation ? The char- 
acter of the education was of very con- 
siderable importance. It was desirable 
that that education should not merely 
be an education in the -elements of 
reading and writing and some knowledge 
of English, but that the natives should 
be taught some industries. Nothing 
would do so much for a backward race 
as to give them industrial training. 
There should be a few places where that 
industrial training could be given—a 
training which had been found to be 
so extremely valuable in the Southern 
States of America. The natives were 
in a vast majority in South Africa ; 
and when they began to learn to speak 


English or to arrive at a common 
dialect they would begin to realise 


their power and be a_ far more 
important element in the country than 
they were at the present moment. That 
was all the more reason why we should 
do more for them now, and endeavour 
to lead them by a friendly hand. 


In regard to the Constitution given to 
the Transvaal, his hon. and learned friend 
the Member for Dumfries Burghs and the 
hon. Member for Poplar had pointed out 
that if they were to discuss that Con- 
stitution properly 
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Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 642 
been discussed before that Constitution 
was settled. They showed how very 
restricted was the scope left open to 
the Legislative Assembly and how 
little that Legislative Assembly could 
do with effect ; how many opportunities 
there would be for friction; and how 
much temptation there would be to 
oppress the natives. That had been 
found to happen in other colonies where 
the same experiment had been tried. 
Let him recall a remark made by the 
hon. Member for Manchester in connec- 
tion with the condition of the natives. 
He said that there would be a con- 
siderable advantage in having in the 
Legislative Assembly some person, not 
necessarily having a vote, but having 
a voice in the deliberations where native 
questions were concerned, and capable 
of giving expression to native sentiment. 
There were precedents for that in other 
colonies. 

Although he did not intend to traverse 
the points of the Constitution which fell 
short of a system of responsible self- 
government, there were two points on 
which he must say a word. One was 
the provision for giving votes to British 
soldiers. Could anything be imagined 
more absurd than to give the electoral! 
franchise to the British soldiers stationed 
in the Transvaal ? 


*Mr. LYTIELTON said that he had 
stated, in answer to a Question, that the 
Letters Patent were not designed to 
give the soldiers a vote, and that the 
Transveal Government had been in- 
structed accordingly. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was very glad 
to hear what the Colonial Secretary had 
told the Committee. It, however, had 
been assumed both in this country and 
the Transvaal that the soldiers were to 
have votes. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON said that there were 
cases in which soldiers not living in 
official quarters would have a vote. 


Mr. BRYCE said that that was quite 
a different matter. That was the case 
in this country and was not open to the 
exception he had taken. 

The other point to which he wished to 
direct attention, was the provision in 











643 Civil Servicesand Revenue {COMMONS} _ Depts. Estimates,1905-6. 644 
regard to the use of language. The} Transvaal. It would be taken as g 
late Government in the ‘Transvaal pledge of the bona fides of the Govern. 


always permitted the use of Dutch 
in the Volksraad. What possible ob- 
jection was there to allowing Dutch 
to be used in the Legislative As 
sembly? Was it not quite certain 
that the Lieutenant-Governor, if he was 
a man of sense, would give that per- 
mission? But why should it be thought 
necessary for a Boer to ask permission 
to speak in Dutch? The two languages 
were used in the Legislative Assembly 
of Cape Colony. There was nothing 
that had had more effect there in bringing 
the minds of the two races together, or 
in removing old jealousies, than in giving 
permission to use Dutch. It never did 
any harm. In point of fact, nobody 
supposed that this provision in the 
Constitution would have any possible 
effect in the way of preventing the use 
of Dutch for many purposes. This 
question of language was not new. It 
had existed in many countries: it had 
never put down the language of either 
race and had invariably produced friction. 
He had heard it said that the Danes 
would have secured Schleswig if they had 
not endeavoured to put down German. 


Lastly, he could not understand why, 
when a Constitution was being granted 
to the Transvaal, a Constitution was not 
also granted to the Orange River Colony. 
The Colonial Secretary confined him- 
self to saying that they could not dotwo 
things at once. The Orange River terri- 
tory was simple compared with the Trans- 
vaal. It had a homogeneous population, 
there was no capital interest in it, the 
people were quiet and law-abiding, and the 
relations between the Dutch and the Brit- 
ish, friendly before the war, were friendly 
now. There was, therefore, no reason 
to think that the same difficulty would 
occur there as in the Transvaal. Lord 
Selborne the other day intimated in a 
speech that the granting of a Constitu- 
tion to the Orange River Colony would 
be a matter of a very short time. Did 
the Colonial Secretary think that if 
there were any difficulties and dan- 
gers now they would be less serious 
in four or five vears¢ The concession of 


a Constitution to the Orange River 
Colony would have a healing and en- 
couraging effect both there and in the 


Mr Bryce. 


ment, of their willingness not to do 
things by halves, of their belief that 
there was a desire both in the British 
and the Dutch element to come together 
and to work the Constitution in har- 
mony. It would have been, moreover, 
an encourazing sign of the spirit in 
which the Government approached this 
problem. This spirit of timidity and 
distrust of the people would inevitably 
do harm, while the concession of a Con- 
stitution to the Orange River Colony 
would, he believed, have done good, 
However unsatisfactory might be the 
position in which this question had been 
left, he thought that the Colonial Secre- 
tary would recognise that it was the 
wish of the Opposition in making these 
criticisms to say nothing which would 
add to the difficulty of working the 
Constitution he had granted to the 
Transvaal, 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) asked 
the Colonial Secretary to tell the Com- 
mittee whether he would be able to take 
steps tosee that all receipts signed by 
British officers were paid. The right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham had 
explained the view that the Government 
took of this question; but it so hap- 
pened that there was evidence available 
to show that some of the receipts, no 
doubt accidentally, had not been paid, 
and it was desirable that, a definite 
pledge having been made te meet these 
receipts, they should be honoured. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Some of the 
critics of the Constitution given to 
the Transvaal appear to think it 
never ought to have been granted 
at all, whilst some think it ought to 
have been granted, and others think 
it ought to have been granted ina 
different form to that proposed. It 
is not unnatural when hon. Gentlemen 
opposite hold these diverse views that 
the conclusion they have arrived at is 
not altogether cogent. But I desire to 
recognise that there has been no dissent 
at all from the proposition laid down by 
the hon. Member for Poplar when he ex- 
pressed the hope that all the British repre- 
sentatives in the Transvaal would co- 
operate in working the Constitution in a 
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generous and loyal spirit. I agree with 
the advice that the hon. Member has given | 
that it would undoubtedly lead sooner | 
to responsible government being granted | 
if the present Constitution were worked 
ina cordial spirit. Having said that | 
generally, I will deal in a few words 
with the Questions put to me. 


| 
| 
| 


The right hon, Gentleman who spoke 
last referred to the question of native | 
policy. Let me say at once it is agreed on | 
all sides that in the evidence and Report | 
of the Commission appointed under | 
the chairmanship of Sir Godfrey Lagden | 
we have a document of the greatest | 
possible merit and importance. It 
was the result of the most laborious 
and assiduous inquiry, and it has been 
welcomed by the Press of the country, 
Radical as wellas Unionist, in a cordial 
and warm spirit. It would be very un- 
desirable that Downing Street should | 
dictate to the new Parliament, about to 
be created, the policy it should adopt, | 
acting, as they probably will act, through 
the advice of that Royal Commission. | 
I think the right hon. Gentleman has | 
misunderstood the effect of reserving | 
native questions to the Constitution. 
Unless an Act passed by the Legislature 
of the Transvaal dealing with native 
affairs was approved by His Majesty's 
Government in the course of two years 
it would not become law. Until it is 
disapproved it is the law, but unless 
it is epproved it will cease to be the law 
at the end of two years. The provision 
does not reserve the subject from the 
consideration of the Transvaal Legisla- 
ture, but it merely gives an opportunity 
to the Government to protect, if neces- 
sary the natives, for owing to the treaty 
the natives have no means of representa- 
tion at the present time and of protecting 
themselves. The Royal Commission gave 
particular attention to the subject of the 
education of the natives as well as to 
representation. I am certain: that both 
questions will be laid to heart by the 
Legislature. It would be premature on 
my part to express any view as to the 
policy of the Government until we know 
What is to be the policy of the Transvaal 
Government upon the subject and the 
report of the High Commissioner on it. 
Witi. regard to this question of native 
races the 1ight hon, Gentleman gave, | 
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thiok, figures which would be misleading 
if it were not explained that he ought to 
have accompanied those figures with the 
statement that there are a great many 
more natives than white people in the 
Transvaal; that the proportion of natives 
to whites is very large indeed. 


As to the use of the Dutch language, 


| it was never intended for a moment to 
| depart from the example of Cape Colony 
| as to the permission to speak Dutch within 


the Assembly. I think that it is an ex- 


| travayant and exaggerated anticipation 


to suppose that any Dutchman who 


| wishes to use Dutch in the Parliament 
|to be created will be prevented by any 
| British Government from doing so. It 


is the intention of the Government 
that Dutch should be spoken by Dutch- 
men when they desire to address the 


| Assembly, and there is not the least 
| doubt that the rule followed in the Cape 


will be followed in the ‘Transvaal, and 


that every facility will be given to those 


who desire to speak the Dutch tongue in 


| Parliament. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
In Cape Colony permission is not needed ; 
the right is conferred by a statute passed 
in 1882. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The hon. Member 
is quite right; but there is no difference 
in substance, in my judgment, between 
the statute and the permission given by 
the Speaker of the Assembly. 


As to the Orange River Colony, 
it is the fact that the burden of pass- 
ing this Constitution and of bringing 
it into operation is very heavy 
indeed. But I adhere to what I 
stated in my despatch, not that it is im- 
possible to bring the two Constitutions 
forward at the same time, but that it is 
not an easy or desirable thing to do. 
I hope we shall get some experience from 
the criticisms which will necessarily arise 
on the new Constitution, so that the 
Orange River Colony may get the ad- 
vantage of those criticisms, and if there 
are holes to be stopped up we may stop 
them in the Constitution when granted to 
it. But there is a more important 
reason than that. The Orange River 
Colony has not asked for this Constitution 
at all, There has not been a single 
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petition or inquiry from that quarter at 
all. I have been advised that they do 
not require this Constitution, and that 
they would not be thankful for it if they 
got it. 


Mr. BRYCE: Do vou mean that what 
they desiie is responsible government ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I am coming to 
that. I agree that they wish there to 
be no interval before ultimate respon- 
sible government is given. His Majesty’s 
Government have never for a moment 
swerved from their original policy that 
responsib'e government could not be 
given at the present stage. Therefore, if 
the majority of the Colony do not wish 
for this proposed Constitution, but are 
entirely satisfied for the time being as 
between the two alternatives before them, 
there is no reason why it should be given 
to them. 


I come now to the justification of 
the course which has been di termined 
upon. I ought perhaps to notice three 
or four points made by the hon. Member 
for Dumfriesshire. He complained that 
there had been ne Parliamentary debate 
upon this Constitution, That is true, but 
no Parliamentary criticism has ever been 
allowed upon such a Constitution in the 
history of the Empire. It is not 
denied for a moment that there are 
ceitain important matters reserved from 
the jurisdiction of the new Parliament. 
We consider it 1ight, prudent, and just 
that certain matters should be reserved. 
There has been no concealment of the 
fact, and I do not regret our decision. 
One of the points is with reference to the 
salaries of officials. It would have been 
absolutely useless to have had an Execu- 
tive res; onsible to the Government un- 
less it was placed beyond the power of 
the Parliament to withdraw their salaries. 
Then there was the question of the rail- 
ways. Therailwaysare common to both 
colonies, and it 1s hoped that in the 
future there will be an amalgamation of 
the trunk lines in the self-governing 
colonies as well as in these two colonies. 
It would be a deplorable and retrograde 
step to annih'late the power of the 
Inter-Colonial Council to deal with the 
question of the railways of the two States, 
and, to disintegrate the whole question 


Mr. Lyttelton, 
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by placing each railway system under 
the control of the State in which it hap- 
pened to be The object of Lord Milner 
from the first l.as been to create a system 
of railways throughout South Africa 
which would be under one board, and the 
Inter-Colonial Council is an admirable 
machine for inaugurating that policy, 


Then let me reassure my hon. friend with 
regard to what he thinks is the utter 
powerlessness of the Assembly. They 
have the power of legislation and the 
power of Supply. They can refuse Supply 
except in the matters which are reserved, 
and they have the initiative and control in 
the matter of legislation. The hon. Member 
would be untrue to all his traditions 
ii he did not think there was a substantial 
difference between the power of an As- 
sembly, four-fifths of which is elected by 
the people and one-fifth nominated by 
the Executive, and the recent nominated 
council, The hon. Member for Westbury 
asked why this Constitution had been 
introduced at all. One reason is that 
there was a strong demanu for it by the 
most influential people in the country, 
In the next place, there have been strong 
denunciations in this House of the nom- 
inated council which existed, I believe 
indeed that, had it not been for the dis- 
favour with which that council was re- 
garded by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and their strong expressions of that 
disfavour, that nominated council might 
have continued longer. With a large 
proportion of the Dutch in the 
Transvaal anxious to catch up any 
criticisms made in this House of the 
existing Government there was naturally 
produced a dissatisfaction and a with- 
drawal of confidence, which but fer these 
criticisms would not have occurred. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : In what way 
was this nominated Council criticised by 
the Opposition ¢ 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I could give many 
instances, but one will suffice, All 
through last year His Majesty’s Govern 
ment contended that the majority of the 
nominated Assembly were in favour of 
Chinese labour, and that that majority 
represented the feeling of the country. 
That was not the opinion of the Oppost- 
tion. They said the nominated Assembly 
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was no test at all of public opinion. 
When such a position is taken up, whether 
it is right or wrong, it is expedient to 
replace the nominated Assembly by an 
elected Assembly if we desire to test 
beyond question the opinions of the 
country. It cannot be denied that an 
Assembly elected on a democratic 
franchise does represent the country. 


Then there is another point. It 
would be a serious thing if the weight 
which might be placed on some of the 
words of the hon. Member for Dumfries 
were placed on them, The hon. and 
learned Member suggested that the great 
expenditure on the development of the 
Transvaal had been advanced by this 
country. I traverse that statement alto- 
gether. Where does he get his authority 
jor say ng that we have spent £20,000,000 
in this way since the war ? 


Sir ROBERT REID said that two 
years ago the right hon. Member for West 
sirmingham said that £15,000,000 had 
been spent by this co intry on the Orange 
Free State since the war, and last year 
the right hon. Gentleman put the 
sum at £20,00,000 or £21,090,000. 
Hansard would doubtless bear out bis 
statement. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: My memory is 
not the same as that of my hon. and 


learned friend. There has been a 
£3,000,000 grant to the burghers, 


£2,000,000 has been spent by the Trins- 
vaal itself, and £5,000,000 has heen 
advanced out of the guaranteed loan for 
the purpose of repatriation. Altogether 
£10,500,000 has been spent in restoring 
our late enemies to their homes, recon- 
structing society, and enabling the 
burghers to procure building materials, 
stock, and so forth. But £5,000,000 of 
that has come out of the guaranteed 
loan, a considerable portion of which it is 
hoped may be recovered from the 
burghers themselves. My hon. and 
learned friend is really unintentionally 
using a misleading expression when he 
says that that money has been advanced 
hy this country. The interest on that 
£5,000,000 is paid by the Transvaal 
Government; it is secured on one of the 
best securities in the world, viz., the 
railway receipts and the assets of the 
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Transvaal; and it is an absolute illusion 
to suppose that this country will ever be 
called upon to bear a sixpence of that 
charge. As far as the British taxpayer 
is concerned. the alleged £20,000,000 over 
and above the £10,500,000 of which I 
have spoken is completely ursubstantial. 


Now I come to the justification of the 
course we have pursued in reference to 
this Constitu ion. Inthe first place, the 
granting of the Constitution was a wholly 
natural course. It was in conformity 
with, and in pursuance of, the terms of 
peace, and these terms were emphasised 
by tormal and distinct declarations 
made by my predecessor, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham, and by myself. Those 
promises of a representative Constitu- 
tion before a responsible (Government 
was granted, were given, I think, on three 
separate occasions, and were received by 
this House with silence of unanimous 
assent, for not a dissenting voice was 
raised. Obvious prudence, | think, was 
recognised. From the first it has been 
the policy to grant this Constitution, in 
consonance with the uniform policy 
throughout the Colonial Empire. Canada 
had representative government for 
more than fifty years, the Cape had it 
for nineteen years, Natal for twenty- 
seven years, and the var.ous States of 
Australia had it for different terms. If 
hon. Gentlemen were to look at the 
history of our own country, they would 
fiad that we had representative govern- 
ment, as distinct from responsible govern- 
ment, for many years. It is comparatively 
modern. I think, I am within the mark 
in saying that at any rate it was Not 
until the eighteenth century that it was 
decisively settled that the Ministers of 
the Crown were not King’s Ministers only 
but Ministers of this House. That isthe 
Constitution, in substance, which is now 
given to the Transvaal. The Ministers 
are responsible to His Majesty; they are 
not necessarily responsible to the Trans- 
vaal Assembly. I think I am right in 
saying, though I confess it is a matter of 
opinion, that whilst this has been our 
invariable practice with regard to the 
Colonial Empire, whilst it was the 
practice for many years in England that 
the only method of influencing the Govern- 
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British Parliament was by the refusal of 
Supply, no such generous provisions as I 
submit we are making in the Constitution 
of the Transvaal have ever been made by 
any other country. We, who are 7,000 
miles away from the Transvaal, have 
granted them a Constitution on a far 
more liberal scale than has ever been 
done by other countries and one which 
is in conformity with all the precedents 
in the Empire. 

If you take these facts, if you take 
the terms of the treaty of surrender 
and the specific pledges given by my 
right hon. iriend and by myself, 
and if you take the history that 
I have ventured to set forth to the 
House, what reason is there to be 
found for departing from pledges so 
specific, or from a practice so uniform, 
and giving to the Transvaal straight 
away, as is argued on the other side, 
responsible government upon grounds of 
trust? So iar from there being grounds 
for doing this, the reasons are all the 
other way. Society has scarcely been 
reconstructed there, You have had for 
nearly a hundred years friction between 
the races, culminating in a desperate 
stiuggle, which lasted for three years, 
You have in the Transvaal, in almost 
equal numbers, members of two races, 
different in language and different in 
history, you have further the most im- 
portant ‘and serious fact, absent in 
Canada and in every other of the 
great self-governing Colonies, a native 
population outnumbering many times 
the white population of the country. 
You have troops stationed in the 
country numbering some 20,000 men, 
and it would not be human nature— 
and it is really preposterous to neglect 
the fact—that the Boers should enter- 
tain very cordial feelings towards the 
Government of: this country at the 
present moment. When you have a 
difference of race, and when you have 
had a recent war, with all the feelings 
naturally resulting from it, are these the 
conditions and is this the soil in which 
you ought to plant a novel and hazar- 
dous experiment? I venture to say 
nobody responsible for the government 
of that country would have given it 
responsible government. If right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were responsible at 
this moment I feel certain that they would 
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not have ventured as patriits to have 
done so at this time so near the great 
war, with confusion stili existing, and 
with feelings of bitterness which neces- 
sarily must have been aroused if they 
were to gather together in two opposite 
camvs the two races, the Dutch and 
English, who it is our great hope will 
ultimately settle down in peace and 
amity. 

Is it fully realised what respon- 
sible government means? It means a 
struggle for the Treasury Bench. It 
means Party government. It means 
two Parties, one wishing to retain 
power and the other wishing to gain 
power. Thatis what Party government 
is in effect, and surely were this Party 
struggle to be facilitated by the 
granting of a Constitution such as 
hon. Gentlemen opposite require, the 
result would inevitably be a Party ven- 
detta which would deepen and emphasise 
and stereotype the differences which 
exist. What has happened already? It 
is no use uttering smooth things. Let 
me tell the House what the truth is, 
earnestly desiring not to be the least 
provocative or to stimulate any angry 
feeling in the colony. What has 
happened there ? Already an organi- 
sition which consists entirely of the 
Dutch, called the Het Volh, has been 
started. It is managed by a committee 
of seven, I think Gener als Botha, Smuts, 
Delarey, Beyers, and Messrs, Esselen and 
Wolmerons are the members of it. The 
constitution is that all the members 
of it shall obey the regulations and 
obligations of the association, but 
the obligations are nowhere defined, and 
any district ward or association which 
differs with the central committee — 
and if these differences are deemed to be 
antagonistic to the general interests— 
‘an be dissolved by a stroke of the pen 
of the central committee. Of course, 
no Briton belongs to that association. 
Tought to mention that General Beyers, a 
member of the central committee, which 
has exercised what I call autocratic 
powers with regard to the management 
and control of the association, made 
a speech recently at Petersburg. 


Mr. FULLER: Is the right hon.Gentle- 
man not aware that that speech was 
repudiated by all the Boer leaders. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: I think the hon. 
Gentleman should allow me to state the 
facts in my own way. I was going to 
state what I believe to be the fact. He 
said— 

‘Tf things were not altered, his people would 
act like the man who threw himself down behind 
a big stone and used his rifle to defend himself. 
If the Government does not treat us fairly it 
will lead to another war in South Africa.” 

It is perfectly true that that was re- 
pud ated by certain gentlemen, but I do 
not observe that General Bevers has 
ceased to be a member of this autocratic 
committee. I do not read that speech 
inorder to provoke any feelings of pas- 
sion. I wish to say at once I think it 
would be very remarkable if in the 
Transvaal even at this date, three 
years from the war, generals who 
are not always prudent in the 
use of language should not allow 
their real feelings to escape them; 
but I do venture to think vou 
must take note of those facts, not in 
any censOrious or Pharisaical spirit, but 
as prudent men. You ought to think 
of these things before you gather into two 
separate camps the Boers on the one side 
and the Britishon the other. You ought 
toconsider whether the members of these 
two camps are in such a mood as would 
be likely to lead to disastrous conse- 
quences. Somebody has asked if we are 
not in point of fact doing that by 
granting the Constitution which has been 
granted, whether there is not under that 
Constitution opportunity for the outlet of 
racial and Party feeling. I do not think 
so. The great object which everybody 
who is dealing with this matter should 
have is the obliteration of the racial 
spirit. [ do not say it is possible for 
years from now that that racial spirit 
should be obliterated; but have the 
Government contributed towards the 
obliteration of that spirit, or have they 
increased it ? 


[ will give the reasons why I 
think the granting of government, in 
the form of the Constitution we 
have granted, should tend to the 
obliteration of the racial spirit. You 
have already, in the agitation for respon- 


sible government, Dutchmen acting 
with Englishmen. If you give respon- 
sible government, Dutchmen would 


draw themselves up in a phalanx on one 
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side and Englishmen on the other. 
[Cries of “No, no.’] That is exactly 
«hat occurred in Canada for many years. 
In my opinion that would be the result. 
But there is a wonderful binding power 
in political co-operation. I often think 
of the “surprise and pleasure which the 
noble Lord the Member for Ealing and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon must feel when they hear the 
constant eulogies which are passed upon 
them by hon. Gentlemen opposite at the 
present moment. We used not to hear 
those tributes a few years ago at all. But, 
as I have said, political co-operation leads 
to strange and warm friendships, and I 
am told that already in the co-operation 
which takes place between Dutch and 
Englishmen against the Government there 
is to be found the seal of friendship. 
But you want to take away that nexus. 
At present you have got a Government 
against which from time to time the 
vote of Dutchmen and Englishmen will 
unite, and in that very circumstance, in 
the free play of the political game, you 
will have, I am sure, fruitful opportunities 
for obliterating that racial spirit which 
we all deplore and which we wish to see 
obliterated. In my opinion if, instead of 
having a Government which would, in a 
certain sense, be independent of Party, 
you were to have a Government which 
was an ordinary partisan Government, 
either a Government of the British on 
the one hand, or a Government of the Het 
Volk on the other, so far from giving that 
opportunity for political co-operation 
to arise you will most inevitably accentu- 
ate the racial line which already exists. 
[ think it is right to mention the diffi- 
culties and the obvious dangers which 
attend the granting of responsible govern- 
ment. I rejoice that no one opposite 
has for a moment carried the sense of 
criticism to the extent of saying that 
he thinks it desirable that that work 
should be undone, and I am entirely 
grateful for that attitude taken up by 
the Opposition. 


Let me say that, having dwelt on 
some matters inauspicious for the future, 
there are matters which I am sure give 
us good ground for hope. A great work 
of material reconstruction is being done. 
A great work of education is being 
done. You have twice the number of 
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Boer children being educated that were 
ever educated before. You have got 
great systems of railways constructed, 


in course of construction, and arranged | 


to be constructed. You have great 
public buildings rising up all over the 
country. You have municipal freedom 
already granted and in full operation. 
You have 1.500 miles of roads already 
made, and you have enterprises of 
experimental farming. afforestation, and 
irrigation. Each of these great works 
is employing Briton and Boer to- 
gether in a common task of reducing 
the forces of nature. Far more placat- 
ing and far more cohering in their 
nature are the peacetul pursuits of 
agriculture even than those of politics. 
and I feel that in those works which 
have been undertaken and on which 
the money of the country is being spent— 
on those topics men will get together 
and will forget the differences which 
in the past have separated them. But, 
whether that may be so or not, what I 
do hope for and look forward to is that. 
though it is now obviously impossible 
that our Dutch fellow-subjects shall ever 
recover isolated independence, they will 
have the opportunity in future alongside 
of Britons to prove which is the better 
inan, to prove by natural and peaceful 


emulation who can do the best for the | 
country and who can ultimately at any | 


rate strike the most definite and the most 


successful blows in order to make this | 


State which has been in the past, no 
doubt, the scene of great and deplorable 


disasters, in the future a prosperous | 


State under the British flag. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL.BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): I do not think that | 


in the whole course of my Parliamentary 


experience I have ever heard a more un- | 


fortunate speech than the one to which 
we have just listened, or a speech more 


gratuitously, more wantonly unfortunate | 
The right hon. | 
Gentleman is here to defend a certain | 
Constitution which he is giving to one of | 


in its necessary effect. 


our new Colonies. He has made a rather 
lame excuse for not giving it to the 
other as well; but in order to make 
things nice and easy in the Transvaal, 
and to induce that suppression and 
obliteration of racial spirit which he 
declares to be his main object, he led off 
Mr. Lyttelton. 
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| by saying that it was not in human 
“nature that the Boers should be well] 

disposed towards us, and some of the 
proposals he was making were novel and 
hazardous experiments, and that  pro- 
bably there would arise in that country 
a political vendetta. ’ 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: It the right hon, 
Gentleman quotes me I hope he will 
quote me accurately. I said that if a 
Party Government were set up at this 
present moment and under these condi- 
tions, these things were likely to happen, 
I think so still. 


Srk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN; 
| It is most unfortunate that it should be 
'said here that they would happen. 
You have your new colony in such 
a condition, apparently, according to 
the right hon Gentleman, that if you 
give them a fair and free Constitution, 

with responsible government, these are 
the things that will happen. And the 
right hon. Gentleman tells us that the 
way to avoid these dreadfu! consequences 
would be to have a restricted Const: 
tution, which he is. apparently, reluec- 
tantly, and certainly timoroursly and 
hesitatingly, giving to the Transvaal. I 
take exactly the opposite view. I think 
there is only one way to gain the confi- 
dence of the population of the Transvaal, 
Briton and Boer, and that is to take the 
people of the country with you and to 
show that you trust them in all respects. 
And that is what is being demanded at this 
moment, not by the Boers only. not by 
this dreadful society to which he has 
referred, but by a large portion, if not 
the majority, of your own British fellow- 
subjects in the Transvaal. And when the 
right hon. Gentleman says that the way 
to get rid of all these feelings is to bring 
the two races into co-operation, they are 
inco-operat.on atthis moment in denounc- 
ing the Constitution he has given. [Some 
MINISTERIAL cries of dissent.] Yes, that is 
so, and therefore it is unnecessary to 
wait for that co-operation. The right 
hon, Gentleman thinks that he will 
| satisfy the demands, I will not say of the 
Boers—put the Boers on one side—but 
of the British in the Transvaal by the 
sort of Constitution which he offers, a 
Constitution where the representa- 
| tives of the people will be restricted, 
| on the one side and on the other, as 
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to their powers, and in which there | 
will be nominated Government represen- 
tatives who can do pretty well what they 
like with most things that men concern | 
themselves with. And the right hon. 
Gentleman thought that that would satisfy 
the British in the Transvaal! If there isany | 
truth whatever in the information which 
filters through to this country, not from 
sources prejudiced against the right hon. 
(entleman, but even irem those which 
generally support his policy, that is pre- 
cisely what it will not do. And it never 
las done so in previous cases, 


The right hon. Gentleman used the most 
extraordinary argument I have ever lis- 
tened to. He savs that we must go ba:k 
through all the stages upon which full re- 

sponsible government has been developed, 
and that it willnot doto conter responsible 
government immediately upon a country 
which at present has no representation at 
all, except representation by grace and 
favour. Whatthe right hon. Gentleman 
would like to be done with the Transvaal 
is exactly the sort of Government of 
which he is a member, permeated by the 
same spirit, following the same course, 
having a few representatives, of course, | 
and a nice system of election—a very 
good system of election in many respects, 
with no plural voting, for instance, and 
based on the number of electors, and not 
on the population. Having got this 
Assembly, with this representation, take 
no notice of it, give it as little power as 


possible, let it discuss things, let it 
amus? itself with debates, but let the 


power remain in the hands of the Execu- 
tive Government. That is_ precisely 
what the right hon, Gentleman and _ his | 
colleagues have been seeking, and are 
seeking, to establish in this country. 
We need not go any further into that 
question, because we can deal with it on 
the occasion of our own affairs being 
discussed. 


But the right. hon, Gentleman 
‘aysthat this intermediate form of re- 
presentative government is necessary. 
It is as though you were to say that, 
When a grown man requires a suit of 
clothes, he should begin by wearing all 
the clothes that he wore when a boy. 
Then, when he has made himself com- 
fortable in these, he would be gradually 
admitted to the larger and more suitable 





‘halves if 


Y 1905} Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 658 


garments. It reminded me also of chil- 
dren in a nursery who are obliged to 
munch away through dry slices of bread 
before they are allowed to have any jam: 
It is an absurdity to go back in this 
way upon stages through which we have 
passed. It may be very well, in dealing 


| with our C ‘olonies, that we beg: in our re- 


lations with them by conferring upon 
them this sort of half-and-half re- 
presentation. But that was in days 


When there was only a half - and - half 
system of representation, in many 
“senses, in this country. We had 
a limited franchise here, aud the 
Colonies with which we were dealing 
had n> representation whatever. But 


now that we know what representation 
is and what responsibility is, what is 
the reason for our doing the thing by 
it is to be done? And has 
if been successful in past history? Is 
it a model that we should follow? Or 
is it an example to guile us in the 
other direction? Here is what Lord 
Durham said in his celebrated report on 
Canada on the application to Canada 
of the very system which the right hon 
Gentleman thinks nezessary and proper 
for the Transvaal. He says— 

“Tt is diffienlt to understand how any 
English statesman could have imagined that 
representation and irresponsible government 
could be successfully combined.” 

And in another place he says— 

«It was a vain delusion to imagine that, by 
mere limitations in the constitutional act of 
an exclusive system of government, a body, 
strong in the consciousness of wielding the 
public opinion of the majority, could regard 
certain portions of the provincial revenues as 
sacred from its control, and could confine itself 
to the mere business of making laws, looking on 
as a passive or indifferent spectator while those 
laws were carried into effect or evaded, and the 
whole business of the country conducted by men 
in whose intentions and capacity it had not 
the slightest confidence. Yet such was the 
limitation placed on the authority of the 
Assembly of Lower Canada. It might refuse or 
pass laws, vote or withhold supplies, but it 
could exercise no influence on the nomination 
of a single servant of the Crown.” 


That was the condemnation passed by 
Lord Durham on the experience of 
Canada. The state of things in those 
colonies to which this preliminary form 
of representative government was given 
may have justified that course being 
taken at the time. Ido not say. But 
now that we are told that it is a danger 
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to give in the Transvaal the full respon- | 
sible government, which certainly a huge 
majority of the inhabitants, including, if 
not a majority, a very large proportion 
of the British inhabitants, demand— 
when we are told that that will be 
dangerovs, and also that the present 
system, of setting up a few repre- 
sentatives and face to face with 
them men supporting the Government 
in all they do, and possessing power 
over the most intimate affairs of the 
community, would be a system of 
harmony and one likely to lead to the 
success and prosperity af the colony, 
that surely is a thing which this House, 
if it retains any atttachment to its old 
powers, of which it has been recently so 
greatly robbed, will surely not hold to 
be correctt 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham, 
W.): The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition began his speech by 
saying that in the whole course of his 
Parliamentary experience he had never 
heard any speech so unfortunate, so 
unnecessarily and wantonly unfortunate, 
as that of my right hon. friend. It 
reminds me of the time when I occupied 
his place, and when the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite and his friends con- 
tinually found that the statements 
which I made were really of unheard of 
and unprecedented depravity. But the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite went on to 
explain that he applied this language to 
the speech of the Colonial Secretary, be- 
cause he had pointed out that if respon- 
sible government were given at the present 
moment—which the Government are 
not prepared to do—it would lead, in 
his opinion, as indeed it would in mire, 
to an exaggeration of the racial feeling 
which must always prevail under 
such circumstances as exist now in the 
Transvaal. But that is a statement of 
fact, or, at all events, of argument which 
cannot do anything to provoke special 
irritation or anger either here or on the 
other side. But if it be wrong—I do not 
think the majority of the House will hold 
that view—permit me to say that then 
similar language ought to be applied to 
almost every Gentleman who has spoken 
on the other side of the House, .because 
they have declared that this urfortunate 
result would follow if the Government 
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policy is adopted. Ido not object to their 
holding that opinion and expressing it; 
but I cannot possibly see why it may be 
right for them to say that racial differences 
would be provoked by a particular form 
of Constitution, and at the same time 
wrong for my right hon. friend to say 
they would be promoted by a different 
form of Constitution. 


We are really engaged on a move 
than ordinarily interesting and im- 
portant discussion. Under _ existing 


political circumstances, to which the 
Leader of the Opposition has so fre- 
quently appealed during the course of 
his speech, there is, I think, a particular 
interest felt here and in the country as to 
what is likely to be the policy of the 
right hon, Gentleman and his friends if 
he were to come back to office, and that 
feeling is evidently shared in the 
Transvaal also. Those who have read the 
interesting discussion of that association, 
Het Volk, to which reference has been 
made, must be aware that some of the 
leaders of that association, some of the 
committee which guides its whole de- 
liberations, went so far as to sav that 
indeed it was hardly worth while to dis- 
cuss the questions which they had before 
them, and that they had better wait for 
the advent to office of a Liberal Adminis- 
tration. I say, therefore, that both in 
the Transvaal and here it is a matter 
of serious interest and importance to know 
what is the opinion, and what will be the 
policy, of hon. Gentlemen opposite, if 
their present ambitions are speedily ful- 
filled. 


It is curious, as it seems to me, 
that even now there appears to be a 
division of opinion on the other side. It 
is true that I think everybody who has 
spoken on the other side has objected, 
as one would expect, to the particular 
proposal of His Majesty’s Government; 
but the opener of the debate, the hon. 
Member for Poplar, and most distinctly 
the hon. Member for Wiltshire, who made 
a most interesting and moderate speech, 
said that they would desire that nothing 
should be said here and no argument 
used which would in the slightest degree 
interfere with the success of the repre- 
sentation now afforded to the Transvaal. 
Although they themselves thought it was 
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not the best form which such representa- 
tion should take, they would do nothing 
by word of mouth or argument in this 
House to introduce any obstacle to the 
success of that proposal. And I gathered 
from the speech of the hon. Member for 
Wiltshire that really his complaint was 
not that the Government had not given 
responsible government, but that they 
had given this substitute for it. The 
speech of the hon, Member was conclusive 
as to his opinion that it was hardly worth 
while to create what I think he ca!led an 
interregnum, and that we had better wait 
till the time came when we could give full 
responsible government, and—here is the 
point—I gathered that in his opinion that 
time has not yet come. That is most 
important. There is a great deal to be 
said, in my opinion, for the view of the 
hon. Member for Wiltshire; but permit 
me to point out that his view, and I 
think that indicated by the hon. Member 
for Poplar, is quite a different thing 
from what we have had indicated in the 
clearest terms from the Leader of the 
Opposition—that in his opinion self- 
government in the shape of full respon- 
sible government ought immediately to 
be granted to the Transvaal. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I did not say so. {MINISTERIAL cries of 
“Oh.”] What I said was that if you 
move in this direction you should not 
stop short at the kind of Constitution as 
now proposed, that that would probably 
give rise to friction and difficulty, where- 
us the proper course was to take the 
people with you and proceed with that 
responsible government which would 
avoid those difficulties aud give content- 
ment and satisfaction. Idid not say that 
should be done immediately. [MrnisTEr- 
IAL cries of  Oh.”] 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, then, 
really, what was the meaning of the 
whole of the argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman to which the House 
has just listened? Will he explain his 
quotation from the Karl of Durham ? 
Will he explain his statement about 
children and their clothes? Will he 
explain what was the force and mean- 
‘ing of the whole of his argument, if it 
did not point directly to an immediate 
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grant? I have heard a great deal 
about the obscurity of the policy of 
ceitain leaders in this House. But I 
have never heard anything more ob- 
scure—[OpposiIrion cries of “Oh, oh !”’] 
I do not object to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite emphasising the points of my 
speech, but I hope they will not interrupt 
me altogether—I say I have never heard 
anything more obscure than the policy 


of the Leader of the Opposition. 
He speaks one way, or what. all 
the House understands to be in one 


direction, and then gets up and puts a 
totally different interpretation upon his 
words. I wonder what General Beyers 
will make of the policy which has been 
indicated to-night by the Leader of the 
Opposition? At any rate, I am glad to 
understand from the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he did not intend to argue in 
favour of immediate responsible govern- 
ment. I understand now he is against 
immediate responsible government. The 
right hon. Gentleman shakes his head. 
Then he is ne-ther for nor against it. 
Really I think I will leave the right hon. 
Gentleman and come to the hon. Member 
for Wiltshire, of whose meaning I have 
no doubt at all 


The hon. Gentleman said that, instead 
of now granting representative govern- 
ment, which does not entirely satisfy 
anyone—lI think the words he used were 
that it was no use at all—it would 
have been better to wait for the time 
when we could grant full responsible 
government, To that I reply we were 
bound by our pledges. I admit 
there is something to be said for that 
line; but we could not take it, because 
it must be remembered one of the con- 
ditions of the peace made at Vereeniging 
was that civil government should take 
the place as speedily as possible of 
military government; that we should 
give some form of representative govern- 
ment which should remain until the time 
came for the ful! form of responsible 
government. We could not wait—we 
were obliged to substitute some form of 
civil government—and in our opinion we 
were justified in substituting representa- 
tive, although not responsible, govern- 
ment. I confess that I should hesitate 
very much to criticise the action of the 
Government, for the reason that, having 
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had a large experience of office, I know | 
that outside opinion, while very often | 


suggestive and useful, is very often ill- 
informed. I know cxactly what I believe 
to have been the state of affairs in 
South Africa two years ago; but I do 
not know what has taken place there 
since then, and consequently I do not 
know how far a judgment that was 
correct two years ago would be correct 
now. Therefore it is with some hesita- 
tion Isay that in my opinion the Govern- 
ment have gone too far. 

Member for 


The hon. and learned 


Dumfries Burghs went so far as to 
say that there is nothing to chcose 


between the existing form of govern- 
ment in the Transvaal and the form 
of government which it is now pro- 
posed to create. Why, under the 
new Constitution, the representatives, 
four-fifths of whom will be elected by 
popular vote, will have the power of the 
purse. Accordingly, if the Boers secure 
a representation in accordance with their 
numbers, and if even two or three of 
the British representatives who may 
be returned in accordance with their 
numbers join with them, they will have 
absolute power over civil Supply, save in 
regard to some matters, I admit, of con- 
siderable importance which are reserved. 
There is no doubt, therefore, that the 
power to be given to the population of 
the Transvaal is considerable. We must 
all hope that they will make good use of 
it. But it is not the fact historicaliy 
that every population of the people to 


whom representative government of this ' 


kind has been given have made good use 
of it. 


It is a curious anomaly that, while 
the arguments of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
tend in the direction that full responsible 
government is the specific remedy for 
every difficulty in a colony or possession, 
the moment this power or authority has 
been given toa colony the Liberal Party 
has carped at their abuse of it, and has 
asked this House to interfere. I remem- 
ber in the case of the Constitution granted 
to Western Australia, that matter was 
discussed in this House and we granted 
to Australia full representative govern- 
ment. Again and again there have been 


debates in this House as to the treatment 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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of the natives by the Government of 
Western Australia, But let us under- 
stand that it must be one thing or 
another; that if vou give full respon- 
sible government to the Transvaal it 
would be absolutely useless and most 
dangerous or mischievous to interfere, 
either by speeches or action in this 
House, with their treatment of the 
native population, Chinese labour, or 
any other question on which you hold 
strong opinions, but as to which they 
differ from you. Therefore I consider 
that if you hold yourself bound—as I 
think we are bound to a certain extent— 
to protect the natives of these creat 
territories against particular legislation, 
you must not give responsible govern- 
ment until you are prepared to surrender 
altogether that right of claim or preten- 
sion. That is one of the things which 
the Government have to consider when 


‘it is pressed upon them that they should 


at once give responsible government to 
the Transvaal. What we promised is 
that we should advance by stages. The 
next Step will probably Le full responsible 
government, 


Objection has also been taken that 
the same government which is now 
being given to the Transvaal has not 


been given to the Orange’ River 
Colony. I think that the experiment— 


because, after all, every step of this kind 
is an experiment—might have been far 
better tried in the Orange River Colony. 
It is quite true that in that colony there 
is an enormous majority of the Dutch 
or Boer population, But they have 
shown by long experience that they are 
most capable and moderate adminis- 
trators—under the admirable rule of 
President Brand they set an example to 
the whole of South Africa—and, although 
I think there is some danger in this ex- 
periment, it is in the Orange River 
Colony that I myself would have been 
inclined, in the first instance, to take 
the risk. The risk lies in this—vou 
may give a Constitution to-morrow, but 
having given it it is almost impossible to 
take it away. If there should be a mis- 
take you cannot go back. Look at what 
happened in Cape Colony in the early 
days of thewar. What I believe to have 
been at that time a majority of the 
representatives of the colony came to me 











665  Cival Services and Revenue 


and asked me to suspend the Constitu- 
tion which this country had given to 
them. I did not feel it possible to grant 
their application, and I incurred a very 
great deal of unpopularity at the time. 
[ think experience has shown that I was 
right. but I only refer to the matter in 
order to show that those who argue in 
favour of the granting of a full Constitu- 


tion may live to regret it, or, at any rate, | 


that we may choose the wrong time to 
grant full responsible government which 
can never be recalled. I do not think 
my right hon. friend the Colonial Secre- 
tary had any alternative to introducing 
the Constitution which he has proposed. 
It is too early to give full responsible 
government. It was incumbent on us to 
keep our promise to give representative 
government. But there remains the 
question whether too much has been 
given, as I am inclined to think, or too 
little, as some speakers on the other side 
have suggested. Iregret that a feeling 
has been introduced into this debate 
which was not there before the speech of 
the Leader of the Opposition. It is 
absolutely true to say that before the 
interposition of the right hon. Gentleman 
the debate was conducted without a 
spark of political or Party feeling on 
elther side. 


*Mrx. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said he rose not to continue 
the debate on the Constitution but for 
the pupose of moving 2 reduction of the 
Vote of the Colonial Secretary in order to 
draw attentioa to the present aspects of 
the Chinese labour question. {t was six 
months since a word had been said in 
the House on that subject, which had 
attracted and was still attracting great 
attention in the country and among hon. 
Members in that House. If it had not been 
debated during that prolonged period it 
was not because the subject of Chinese 
labour had lost interest for th:m, 
or because their opposition had in 
any degree abated, but because they 
had not thovght it right to recur 
agrin and again to a subject and take 
up the attention of Parliament until 
there were new facts to call attention to 
and new points to be made. There 
were now many new points to bring to 
the attention of the Committee, many 


matters, unforeseen by those who oppcsed , 
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the introduction of Chinese labour, had 
come to light, and very many which 
were not only unforeseen by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 


Secretary and his supporters, but the 


possibility of which occurring was loudly 


| denied. 


One of the things unforeseen 
by hon Gentlemen opposite was the 
increase in the supply of Kaffir labour 
during the last year. Whatever 
the cause might have been, the fact 
remained that the supply of black 
labour had increased by nearly 40 per 
cent., and there were now more Kaffirs 
employed in the gold mines of the 
Rand than before the war. Last year the 
Colonial Secretary persuaded that House 
by a Party vote to consent to the Trans- 
vaal Importation of Labour Ordinance, 
basing his case on the alleged fact that 
there was an overwhelming economic 
necessity, that the mines were suffering 
from a shortage of labour, and that 
that shortage amounted to 30,000 
labourers as compared with the supply 
before the war. The whole of that 
shortage had now been made up, for 
in May of last vear the number of Kaffir 


labourers in the mines was 77,000 
and in May of this year it was 
106,000. If the Colonial Secretary had 


foreseen that within twelve months the 
supply of Kaffir labour would have been 
equal to the supply before the war, would 
he have embarked upon an enterprise 
distasteful to the people of this country 
and repudiated by the almost unanimous 
voice of our colonial fellow-subjects ? 
Ii he had only allowed the question to 
wait awhile, natural economic causes 


would have worked, the improve- 
ment in the treatment of the Kaffir 
labourers would have had its effect, 


mines would have obtained 
an ample supply of labour. Could 
the right hon. Gentleman see his 
way at least to suspend the further im- 
portation of Chinese coolies until the new 
Constitution was in force and in full 
working order? That surely might be 
done, since the main ground put forward 
for the importation no longer operated. 
The supply of Kaffir labour during the 
past twelve months had increased by 
38 per cent.; adding the Chinese, the 
supply of coloured labour had increased 


and the 
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by 87 per cent., but the supply of white 
labour had increased by only 27 per cent, 
Thus experience had shown that those 
who continually argued that with an 
increase of coloured labour there would 
be a proportionately increased employ- 
ment for white labour were absolutely 
wrong. 


The increase in white labour had 


not kept pace even with the in- 
crease in black labour alone. A 
year ago there were 175 whites 


employed to every 1,000 coloured; the 
number now was only 115, a reduction of 
nearly one-third in the proportion. The 
causes of this reduction were two : first, 
that the unskilled whites who were 
formerly employed in _ considerable 
numbers had been dismissed or 
employed otherwise; and, secondly, 
that machines which gave employ- 
ment to whites had been  dis- 
carded in favour of hand-drilling by 
Chinese labourers, It was true that a 
certain number of whites had been taken 
on as supervisors of the Chinese, but their 
wages had in many cases been 
reduced by about one-third. The | 
substitution of hand-labour for machine- | 
labour was one of the most im-| 
portant points in the whole controversy. | 
Various reasons were given for the sub- | 
stitution. It was said that the machines | 
caused dust, and that they were un- 
economical. But by the elaboration of 
a.system of spraying the unhealthiness 
caused by the machine-drills had been 
completely removed, and the drills were 
found quite economical so long as there 
was no Chinese labour available. The | 
teal reason for the change was to be 
found in the fact that the English popu- 
lation had a comparatively high stan- | 
dard of living, while the Chinese had a | 
low standard; that English labour was 
comparatively dear, while Chinese labour 
was cheap. | 





The Colonia] Secretary was wrong 
also in his prophecy as to the. 
large field of employment which the 
Ordinance would open to English 
workmen who chose to emigrate. The 
right hon, Gentleman, speaking on 
March 2Ist, 1904, held out the, 
prospect that if only they could) 
raise the production of the mines | 
to the point which it reached before | 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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the war a large field of employ- 
ment would open for emigrants from this 
country. There were now a record 
number of stamps at work, and the 
gold production was larger than at any 
previous point in the history of the 
country, and yet, according to the Emigra- 
tion Returns for last year, while there 
was a net outward movement of 127,000 
persons from this country to British 
Colonies and the United States, to the 
Trarsvaal alone there was no emigration, 
and from South Africa there was a net 
inward movement. For the first time 
in the recent history of South Africa there 
was no emigration to that country. It was 
the only British colony to which there 
was no balance of British emigra- 
tion last year, and in the Monthly 
Circular of the Emigration Informa- 
tion Office in connection with the 
Colonial Office, published this month, 
English workmen were strongly warned 
not to go to the Transvaal, whether as 
miners or in any other capacity, as 
there was no demand for them. “ 

Then as to the 
Chinese themselves. The House were 
told that they would have _ their 
contracts thoroughly explained to them 
both in China and in South Africa; 
that they would go of their own free will; 


position of the 


'that they would understand the condi- 


tions they would have to observe ; that 
they would live in idyllic garden villages, 
surrounded by their wives and families; 
that they would prove themselves to be 
peaceable and industrious people, aud 
that ifthey found themselves dissatistied 
with their conditions of work they could 
terminate their contracts, and, paying 
their own passages both ways, return to 
China. He was perfectly convinced that 
large numbers of these coolies did not 
understand the contracts under which 
they made their engagements. According 
to information he had received, very 


/many of them were completely ignorant 


as to the class of work they were 
undertaking and the conditions of life 
they would have to undergo. In proof 
he might quote from a private report 
drawn up by a Chinese gentleman, of the 
highest possible testimonials, who was 
connected with the Immigration Depart- 
ment in the Transvaal. In that report 
this gentleman stated that he was at 
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Durban when the first batch of Chinese 
arrived, and in the course of his duties he 
was careful to question the labourers. 
To his great surprise more than 59 per 
cent. of the men did not know what their 
work was to be. They understood that 
they were to do hard work, but the nature 
o{ the work was absolutely misrepresented 
tothem by the recruiting agents in China. 
A similar report was presented with 
regard to subsequent batches. Then he 
had two letters giving the position from 


the point of view of the Chinese coolies | 


themselves. One of the writers committed 


suicile and left the letter behind him; | 


the other attempted to commit suicide 
but was prevented. One stated that they 


were helpless; to return to China was | 
impossible; he pitied those who were to | 


remain, and asked his compatriots at the 


conclusion of their three years service to | 


take his bones back to China. The other 
said— 

“T expected to work under the sun, but I 
have to go into deep tunnels under ground. 
Three long years, foremen beating us right and 
left. Who would not die?” 

Then as to the wives and children. At 
the present time there were 41,540 coolies 
in South Africa. The number of Chinese 
wives in South Africa was two and the 
pumber of children twelve. Ariot occurred 
at a mine in April last because, as the 
right hon. Gentleman had explained, leave 
of absence from the compound had been 
temporarily restricted. 
been able to avail himself of the benefit 
of the provision enabling him to terminate 
his contract and to go back to China, 
because, of course, it was beyond his 
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| they were fined and imprisoned. The 
custom was to post up statements, In 
Chinese characters, of these convictions, 
just as in this country the names of 
people who were convicted of travelling 
without a ticket were posted on the 
stations by the railway companies, 
Another method adopted was the system 
of promiscuous flogging. The system 
had prevailed widely, and was resorted 
to constantly in order to induce the 
coolies to do what was considered a 
| reasonable day’s work. But the worst 
/ method of all adopted was in respect of 
the minimum wage. In the early debates 
| the House was assured by the Colonial 
|Secretary that this wage would be at 
least 2s. a day, subsequently altered to 
ls,, rising to ls. 6d. He held in his hand 
|a copy of a new contract, dated March 

25rd, which the coolies had been required 
|to sign. It superseded the contract 
| signed by the coolies in China and on the 
faith of which they took employment in 
| South Africa. It provided payment at 
‘the rate of a halfpenny per inch, or 
| sixpence per foot, for drilling, and the 
| minimum wage was neither 2s. or ls, 6d., 
| as the right hon. Gentleman had said, 

| but a halfpenny. 





| *Mr. LYTTELTON: Does the hon. 
| Member say that this is a piecework 
| contract ? 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Yes. 


| *Mr. LYTTELTON: Does he say that 
| the Chinese were forced to sign this piece- 
| work contract ? 


power to repay the mineowners for their | 


original outlay and for his passage home. | 


In one respect the mineowners had | 
been in a considerable difficulty | 
in regard to the employment of these | 
coolies, because, in consequence of the | 
assurances given in that House, there | 
had been inserted in the contract of | 
employment a definite minimum wage. | 
In order to compel the coolies to do a| 
definite amount of work for the minimum | 
wage the employers had resorted to) 
various methods. The white foreman | 
was given the right to withhold the | 
coolies’ pay, but that practice was | 
put an end to. Then the coolies wane | 
charged before the magistrates with | 
Not doing a sufficient day’s work, anal 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: They were 
pressed to sign it, though not, of course, 
under the coercion of troops. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Do I understand 
him to allege that a halfpenny represents 
the minimum wage of Is. 6d., or what 
does he mean ? 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Yes, that 
is what I say—ahalfpenny perday. This 
contract was made in connection with 
the New Comet Mine. Some of the 
coolies refused to sign it, and a message 
was sent to the manager to say that the 
coolies must sign it. So much pressure 
was brought to bear on the Chinese that 
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they at last signed the contract. 
this contract that had caused the first 
riots among the Chinese. He was rather 
surprised that the right hon. Gentleman 
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It was | be subject in the mines from the coolies, 


thought that he ought to have given | 


him some notice in regard to this point. 
He had no desire to be discourteous, He 
would, however, remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that not long ago he puta 


Question to him as to the cause of these | 


riots, and he replied that this riot had 
origirated in a difference with regard to 
wages and the terms upon which these 
coolies were to be put upon this work. 
The new contract which the coolies had 
been pressed to sign provided for a 
minimum wage of one halfpenny and a 
maximum of 2s. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The hon. Member, 
I think, is rather misleading the House. 
An average day’s work in the mine is 
thirty-six inches, and at one halfpenny 
per inch that works out at ls. 6d. As a 
matter of fact, many coolies do much 
more. Therefore, so far from it beng 
true or accurate that halfpenny repre- 
sents 1s. 6d., in point of fact the coolie 
received ls. 6d. for a fair day’s work and 
many of them earned more. 


*Mr. HERBERTSAMUEL: But what 
becomes of the guarantee as to the 
minimum wage being ls. 6d. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : If the coolie does 
not care to accept the terms which the 
hon. Member has referred to, he is 
entitled to receive the minimum of Is. 6d. 
per day. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said they 
practically had no choice. Their riots 
bad been suppressed. 1,250 of them 
had been in prison for desertion, rioting, 
and other offences against the Ordin- 
ance. The riots at the New Comet 
Mine had not been isolated instances. 
Month after month there had been riots 
and disturbances on a large scale owing to 
the dissatisfaction of the Chinese coolies 
with their condition. He had received 
letters from the white miners’ organisa- 
tion vehemently protesting against the 
whole system of Chinese labour. A 
deputation of white miners had waited on 
Lord Selborne praying him for protection 
against the danger to which they might 

Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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These disturbances were the inevitable 
outcome of the system of attempting to 
govern people after depriving them of 
their liberty. The number of imprison. 
ments was increasing. In April it was 


378,a number equivalent to a rate of 


4,50) a year. If such a method ot em- 
ployment were attempted in this country, 
however excellent were the buildings in 
which the miners were housed, however 
generous the diet, however great the 
economic necessity, and however powerful 
the financial interests concerned, the 
indignation of a freedom-loving people 
would sweep it away in a moment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100, in 
respect of the Salary of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies.’—(Mr. Herbert 
Samuel.) 


*Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said he was sure the Committee had 
listened with great interest to the ex- 
haustive speech of his hon. friend. He 
himself approached the question on wider 
and different grounds. ‘The introduction 
of Chinese labour in South Africa, 
influencing as it did the conditions of 
white labour and black labour, was 
equally disastrous to the interests of 
South Africa and of this country. As 
compared with the time before Chinese 
labour was brought to South Africa, he 
found that there were about 3,000 more 
whites employed now in the mines; 
coloured men had increased by 30,000; 
and the number of Chinese introduced 
was 35,000. Before the entry of the 
Chinaman in May, 1904, there was one 
white man to six coloured, and now 
there was one white man to nine 
coloured and Chinese. But if they 
took the newcomers who had arrived 
since the Chinese came, they found 


that there was one white man to about 


entirely 


ee 
, According 


twenty-one coloured and Chinese. Sir 
George Farrer stated on 31st March, 
1904, at Dreifontein, that for every 
seven Chinese employed there would be 
one white man employed. They now 
found that the prophecy had _ been 
falsified, as the mineowners’ 
prophecies always had been falsified. 
to the Government’s own 
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Jabour journal for July the introduction 
of Chinese‘labour had not increased, but 
had tended to diminish the employ- 
ment of white people in South Africa. The 
building trades in Jobannesburg were in 
a state of stagnation, and— 

“In spite of the large output of gold the 
local supply of white labour was more than 
sufficient.” 

His hon. friend had spoken of how 
the Chinamen were recruited. They were 
what was called in connection with 
shipping “ crimped.” He would read an 
extract from a perfectly non-political 
source to show how Chinamen were 
decoyed into coming, I[t was from 
Reuters correspondent at Hong- Kong 
under date October 22nd last year— 

“ From information which I specially sought 
while in Kwangsi Province, there seems no 
doubt that the Viceroy of the two Kwangs has 
inquired whether captured rebels would be 
accepted by the emigration authorities. The 
reply was In the affirmative, providing that the 
men came voluntarily. The Viceroy has since 
issued a proclamation, but the Kwansi free- 
booters prefer to remain away from any possible 
chance of capture. They believe the action of 
the Viceroy is a ruse to take them prisoners. 
Some little time ago a number of men in chains 
were sent to one of the recruiting stations, but 
were refused admittance, and a strongly- 
worded protest was made to the Viceroy. 
Since then this official has refrained from des- 
patching men, and it seems improbable that he 
will he able to seeure any.” 


That was the sort of thing that had 
been going on. They were brought to 
South Africa under false pretences. He 
distinctly said that if the British public 
had known that the war was going to end 
inindentured labour in the mines for the 
benefit solely of the mineowners, there 
would have been no war atall. At the 
bottom of all this had been the attempt 
to get cheap labour. In April, 1904, 
The Times in its commercial supplement 


sa id 


“With regard to Chinese labour, it is 
certainly unfair that the mining companies 
should be compelled to pay a minimum 


Wage of a shilling a day, which is increased to 
ds. a month after the first six months. Under 
the existing arrangement a Chinese coolie can 
do as small an amount of work as he sees fit, 
and the company by which he is employed 
must pay him his stipulated wage whether he 
has earned it or not.” 


_ The mineowners looked after their own 
interests and they wanted labour, black 
yellow or white, as cheaply as they pos- 
sibly could get it. 
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His hon. friend had referred to the 
practice of flogging at the mines. Reply- 
ing to a Question which he himself put 
on this subject, the Co'onial Secretary 
declined to admit that there was flogging, 
but since then further information as to 
flogging had been furnished by his hon. 
friend the Member for Morpeth. Mr. 
Thomas Ratcliffe, representative of the 
South African Trades Councils, Chorley, 
Lancashire, had written a letter, from 
which it appeared that the practice was 
unfortunately pretty prevalent. There 
was no doubt that the introduction of 
Chinamen was gradually eliminating 
white men from the mines. The mine- 
owners were now introducing black 
convict labour, and he wanted to know 
how that came about. In the last Blue- 
book it was said that the number given 
did not include 690 coloured convicts. He 
wanted to know by what authority 
and on what terms these convicts were 
employed, and how that entered into 
the idea of the good government and 
treatment of the natives. The fact was 
that this indentured labour, whether 
of Chinese or native blacks, was abso- 
lutely wrong, contrary to humanity, 
to Christianity, and tg all our principles 
of liberty. All the great Empires of the 
past had fallen from their failure to deal 
fairly with the inferior races. It was 
that which destroyed the Roman Empire 
and the Spanish Empire, and which 
would also destroy out Empire, if that 
policy were continued to be pursued. 
He could quote the great authority of the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham 
who, speaking in defence of the Majuba 
settlement, in one of the greatest 
speeches the right hon. Gentleman had 
ever made, said on July 25th, 1885— 
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“Then as to slavery, he had no doubt tiat 
it would be put down, The indentureship, it 
might bs admitted, was almost as bad as slavery, 
and they had made a stipulation that that 
should be done away with. But while they de- 
nounced indentureships amongst the Boers, 
they must remember that it had existed for 


| years and still existed in some of their British 


| Colonies. 


| future liberty. 


He had himself called attention to 
the fact that hundreds of children had been 
separated from their parents, and especially 
also to cases where the widows and orphans 
of men killed in the wars had come under the 
abominable system of indentureship, and with 
no guarantee whatever for their treatment or 
It was a bad practice whether 


_accepted in the Transvaal or in the Colonies ; 
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they had tried to put a stop to it in the Trans- 
vaal, and they hoped that this example would 
have due weight elsewhere, so that the shame 
of the system might no longer attach to the 
tritish name in any of their Colonies.” 


He agreed with the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the system of indentured 
labourers, wherever it had been introduced 
in our Colonies, was contrary to our ideas 
of liberty and was to the disadvantage 
of both the inferior and superior races. 
The superior race invariably abused 
its power and received as much damage 
as it gave to the inferior. It was one of 
the greatest curses from which thiscountry 
had suffered. It was the apotheosis 
of might as against the rule of right. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said that he had never yet had an 
opportunity of speaking on this question, 
although he had been very anxious to do 
so because he was interested in all 
questions relating to native labour, and 
because he had had considerable ex- 
perience in South Africa, and knew 
something of the subject. He did not 
wish to address himself to the condition 
of the compounds, because he believed 
that improvements had been made in 
them on account of the constant attention 
paid to the matter in this country. But 
there was a great deal of cruelty per- 
petrated on the Chinese labourers; and 
the employment of Chinese at all in the 
mines was directly opposed to the pro- 
mises made by the Government sup- 
porters at the last general election when 
it was said that the Transvaal wasa white 
man’scountry. At that time he said that 
the Transvaal was a white man’s country, 
but not a good white man’s country. 
He pointed out that it was not an agricul- 
tural, but a pastoral country, where no 
rain fell for five months of the year, and 
that the Boers then went into the bush 
in waggons, with their herds, in order to 
get food for their cattle. He said that 
although that might suit the Boer 
farmer it would not suit the British 
farmer. Now because he had used these 
words—which had been used since by 
the present Colonial Secretary, the whole 
of his constituency was placarded with 
bills containing vile lies. All these 
placards were sent down from London, 
and were not issued by the local Con- 
servatives. He thought he might speak 


Mr. Bright. 
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of his own Conservative constituents as 
‘Napoleon did of the British soldiers : 
the Conservatives of North Norfolk are 
the best in the world; happily there 
are not many of them. He did not 
mind being called a little Englander. 
He was proud of his country. He was 
born and brought up in little England, 
and what little public work he had 
done he had done for little England. 


Every Tory candidate had told the 
electors that the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Free State were the most 
splendid countries for white men— that 
they were perfect El Dorados for farmers, 
labourers, and artisans; and_ Lord 
Roberts in a speech said that those who 
had served their country in the field 
were to be given the first opportunity of 
obtaining employment in these countries, 
and that he hoped it would not be long 
before they would be able to avail 
themselves of their privileges. He, him- 
self, remembered one member of the 
Yeomanry who had actually taken with 
him to Southampton a plough which 
he was going to use when he had settled 
in South Africa after the war! If ever 
there was a mandate given to a Govern- 
ment in this country it was that at the 
last general election the British Govern- 
ment was to find a new field for the 
British workman. 


im- 
late 


less 


told by no 
than the 


They were 
portant a statesman 
Colonial Secretary that the war 
was a miners war. It was not a 
miner’s war, but a mineowners’ wat, 
a Stock Exchange war, a contractor’s 
war. He had gained the experience in 
South Africa twenty-five or thirty years 
ago that it was contractors that made 
wars. When Ministers received cor- 
respondence about British Indians 
not getting their rights in South Africa, 
and that the natives were not being 
treated fairly, they should read a good 
deal between the lines. What the 
writer meant was that he had some 
damaged oats or lame horses to 
sell. White men were returning 
from the ‘Transvaal by hundreds, 
and there were monthly warnings 
in the Board of Trade Gazette that no 
miners or artisans were to go out to the 
‘Lransvaal at present, and that no man 
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was allowed to go into the Orange River 


Colony or the Transvaal without a 
permit. Had the white men in this 
country believed that that was to be 
the result of the war they would never 
have allowed £250,000,000 to be spent 
on that war and at a cost of the 
loss of 23,000 British lives. When 
he was born the battle of Waterloo 
was twenty-five years past. The 
people talked with pride about the 
great Waterloo campaign, and the Duke 
of Wellington was looked upon as the 
greatest hero in this country. It was 
only a very few years since the South 
African War had ended, but they did not 
tik about it now with much pride. 
Lord Roberts had a great reputation 
before that war as a gallant and suc- 
cessful general. He was, perhaps. the 


most popular general in all England, but 


now his reputation was practically gone. 


[MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!” and | 
“No, no! ”’] 

He did not want to say any- 
thing against the Chinaman. Tt was | 


a very great pride to us that in 1819 | 
we acquired the island of Hong-Kong, | 
then occupied only by a few fishermen. 
There was now there a great city with 
230,000 inhabitants attracted from every 
surrounding country, because they could 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


get good government under the British | 


flag. 
rising in life. The Chinaman had really | 
made that island when they were allowed | 
to have businesses of their own, and to | 


have every privilege that a British 
citizen could enjoy. Uniler free 
conditions (hinamen were improved, 


elevated, and civilised by their contact 
with whites, but under the conditions 
of their life in South Africa they were 
only lowered and degraded. The real | 
reason for the introduction of the Chinese | 
in the mines in South Africa was, as | 
Lord Milner had stated, that the mine- | 


There they had an opportunity of | 


| 


| 


| Confirmation 
|[Lords] (by Order); Electric Lighting 


} 


| PIER 


owners did not want white men out 
there. The Chinese labourers wanted | 
their own overseers, and now white 
labour had decreased in the mines. 


Some months ago 2,000 English navvies 
who had gone out to work on the railways 
in South Africa were sent home because it 
Was said that they were of no use and 
would not work. He had read the report 
of the resident engineer in South 
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Africa, in which it was stated that it 
was impossible to pay these navvies 
their wages, and it was because of 
that that the men struck and did 
refuse to work. Would anyone in Eng- 
land be able to get workmen to 
continue in work if it was quite im- 
possible to pay their wages ? Under 
these circumstances a_ strike was the 
only means by which the workmen 
could obtain their rights. 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair te 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


County of London Electric Supply 
Company Bill [Lords] ( by Order); Hum- 
| ber Conservancy Bill iy rds] (by Order) ; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lanca- 


shire Water Board Bill [Lords] (by 
Order); Neweastle-upon-Tyne pons Dd 
tion Bill [Lords] (by Order). As 


amended, considered ; to be read the third 
tine. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [Lo-ds} (by Order); Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company (Various 
Powers) Bill [Lords] ( (by Order]. Read a 
second time, and committed. 


Order 
Bill 


Board Provisional 


(London, No. J) 


Kducation 


Provisional Orders (No. 8) Biil [Lords] 
| (by Order). Read the thred time, and 
| passed, without Amendmeit. 


AND HARBOUR 
ORDERS (No. 1) 
ORDER). 


As amended, considered. 


PROVISIONAL 
BILL * [LORDS] (BY 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) moved to 
leave out the Tralee and Fenit Pier and 
Harbour Order. He said the Bill was 
promoted under the impression that an 
agreement had been arrived at between 
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the harbour board and the Kerry County 
Council, but that was a misunderstanding. 
The board had no desire to press the 
Bill in its present form in opposition to 
the views of the council, and as time did 
not permit an agreement being arrived at 
this session, he moved to’omit this parti- 
cular Order. He hoped that by next 
vear an agreement would be arrived at. 
His Motion was to omit the second Order 
from the Bill. He begged to move. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, 
seconded the Motion. 


BE.) 


formally 


Amendment proposed— 

1, to leave out the words 
(Tralee and Fenit 
(Mr. Butcher.) 


“In page 14, line 
‘to the end of schedule 
Pier and Harbour Order).’ ”— 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word 
‘time,’ in page 16, line 6, stand part of 
the Bill.’— 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said the Bill was promoted by the har- 
bour board «f county Kerry. He should 
be very sorry to see the Bill dropped if it 
could be amended so as to meet the wishes 
of the county council, because it would 
mean the useless expenditure of so much 
money. The understanding that the hon. 
Member for York had mentioned had 
reference to the system of election to the 
harbour board. He read to the House 
a telegram he had received from the 
chaiman of the county council as 
follows— 

“Just seen Order. It upsets clear under- 
taking given by the chairman of the harbour 
board that there would be no multiple voting, 
and agreement arrived at by the county 
council and the harbour board to this effect. 


The Bill proposed to give two mer- 
chants who imported the largest amount 
of tonnage seats on the board ez officio, 
and votes for the election of the board 
were given to other merchants in pro- 
portion to the tonnage they imported with 
a maximum of three votes. But the 
tonnage could be broken up between 
partners in any firm, and the largest 
importer who brought in 380,000 tons 
might have eight or ten partners 
who would each have votes, and the two 


gentlemen who had seats ez officio might | 


Mr. Butcher. 


{COMMONS} 


thus contro] the election of the board. 


| votes, 


and Merchant No. 3, 
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That was a condition of affairs which 
he thought was not right. They wanted 
a better and more democratic system, 
The ratepayers pad £5,000 every vear 
for the management of the harbour 
board, and paid the loss on working 
expenses and interest on ‘he riginal 
capital spent on the pier and railway, 
but had no voice in its coutro'. He did 
not think they would nuch by 
giving these two merchants an absolute 


cain 


monopoly. If nothing could be done ty 
mend ‘t now, and it was decided to 
withdraw it—and they preferred! its 


withdrawal to its passing in its present 
form—-he hoped more attention would 
be paid to its drafting when it was 
introduced next year, so that the rate. 
payers of county Kerry would not 
be put to further expense. The 
county council were responsible for 
debts contracted by the board of 
£200,060, The annuity in respect of that 
sum amounted to £5,000, and they had 
been paying it for twenty years, though 
they had nothing to say to the board’s 
expenditure. It was time something 
was done in that matter. He had en 
Amendment asking that each firm com- 
posed of one or a dozen men should pay 
dues in the name of the firm only, and 
not be allowed to break up its tonnage. 


Mr. BUTCHER said he was not 
authorised to accept such ai Amend- 


ment. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) pointed out 
that in 1901 the harbour. board was 
formed by the three principal merchants 
in Tralee. There were then twenty-eight 
Merchant No. 1 controlled 
thirteen votes, Merchant No. 2, seven, 
five votes, or a 
total of twenty-four out of a pessible 
twenty-eight. He held that this had 
been done illegally, and he wanted to see 
this prevented in the future. The county 
of Kerry had to pay £5000 a year, and 
the claim they made wes the modest one 
that they should have three representa- 
tives out of a total of fourteen. Under 
no consideration would he be a party to 
this Provisional Order being carried out. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
thought the House did not realise the 
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a considerable sum to the ratepayers of 
Kerry, and he thought some amicab'e 
arrangement ought to be entered into. 
He had received a telegram showing that 
an agreement wase:itered into between the 
promoters of the Bill and the cou ty 
council, and if that were so he intended 
that that honourable understanding 
should be carried out. He hoped the Bill 
would be allowed to pass. An enormous 
amount of correspondence had passed 
on the subject, the Bill was badly 
wanted for the harbour, and all the 
people were anxious about it. The 
hon. Member for York must recounise 


that the discharging of the Order 
did not meet the situation, because 


the matter would have to be brought 
forward again next session. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) suggested 
that as all the Members for Kerry were 
in agreement, the hon. Member for York 
should not do anything which would 
make the position more difficult. He 
proposed that there should be = an 
adjournment for a week in order that 
an understanding might be arrived at 
between the county council and the 
promoters of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned,” 
—(Mr. Murphy.) 


Mr. BUTCHER considered that would 
have been an admirable suggestion if 
the session were younger, but unfortunate- 
ly there was not the slightest chance of 
the parties coming together at this late 
period. There were two alternatives. 
One was to read the Bill a third time, 
and the other was to _ discharge 
it in the hope that early next 
session the parties might come to 
an agreement which would satisfy 
everybody. He asked the House to 
adopt the second alternative. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL did not 
think anything would be lost by post- 
ponement so as to give the county 
council and the harbour board an 
opporturity of coming together to decide 
the small and simple point inthe Bill. 


That would avoid the difficulty and. 


{27 Juty 1905} 


gravity of this matter. £5,000 a year was ' 
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expense of promoting another Bill next 
year. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that he 
was Informed that the promotion of the 
Order would cost £200 or £300, and he 
thought they should not take a course 
which would inflict the cost upon the 
taxpayers of the county. It would 
injure no one to adjourn the matter. 
If the misunderstanding which ought to 
be cleared up could not be cleared up, 
then they could take the alternative 
suggested by the hon. Member for York, 


Mr. BUTCHER said that if there were 
really a possibility of agreement he 
would certainly not oppose the proposed 
adjournment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next, 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirma- 
tior Bill | Lords} (by Order); Paisley 
District Tramways Order Confirmation 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Glasgow Cor- 
poration (‘Tramways Consolidation) Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords] (by Order). 
Read a second time; and ordered to be 
considered upon Monday next. 


SUPPLY [17TH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk, in the Chair). 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
CLass IL. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £28,920, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1906, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of His 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
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Colonies. including a Grant in Aid of 
certain Expenses connected with Emigra- 
tion.” 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said he 
wished to correct a statement he made 
earlier in the evening. He spoke of the 
new piecework contract and said he had 
questioned the right hon. Gentleman 
with regard to the New Comet Mine. 
It should have been the North Rand- 
fontein Mine. He would again move the ' 
reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £100, in 
respect of the Salary of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies.’—(Mr. Herert 
Samuel.) 


*Str BRAMPTON GURDON, resuming 


his speech, said he had always looked on | 


Ministerial promises as to the payment 
of the £30,000,000 war loan as mere 
rhetorical flourish. That had, however, 
been the suggested return for sanctioning 
the use of Chinese labour in mines which 
were only started in order to dump shares 
on credulous share buyers in this country, 
which would never otherwise have been 
started, and which would soon cease 
working, When Chinese labour was 
first introduced into the Transvaal a 
great deal was heard from ministers of 
religion as to the grand opportunity that 
was given for missionary work among 
the Chinese. What missionary work had 
really been done? The Government had 
ruined South Africa. They had not 
really annexed the Transvaal; they had 
simply put the Opposition into office. 
The countrv was governed by the mine- 
owners, and the Government pledges to 
the British lalourers had been broken, 
while thousands of aliens kad been ad- 
mitted to the Transvaal at the very 
moment legislation was being passed to 
exclude them from this country. 


*Mr. JOHN STROYAN (Perthshire, 
W.) said no doubt the hon. Member 
for the Cleveland Division had made 
his startling statements in good faith. 
He had listened to them with much 
astonishment, and thought the House 
would do well not to accept them 
without some proof being adduced. | 
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There was, no doubt, a large increase ip 
Kaffir labour, one of the causes bein 
that the Kaffirs had got rid of the money 
they obtained during the war, and 
another that competition had _ been 
stimulated by the advent of the Chinese, 
But they were still short of unskilled 
labour, and this arose from the great ex 
tension and the further discovery of 
large mining areas, such, for instance, 
as the Premier Diamond Mine, from 
which the Government of the Trans- 
vaal would derive a very large in- 
come, it being entitled to six-tenths of 
the profits of the mine. It would be a 
great mistake to curtail the mining 
industry by stopping the supply of 
Chinese or coloured labour, as the entire 
development of the country depended 
upon a full supply of unskilled labour. 
Every working man in South Africa 
depended directly or indirectly on the 
mining industry for his living. Since the 
establishment of the industry some of 
the ports had risen from insignificance 
to very great importance indeed, and 
thousands of miles of railways had been 
constructed for the use of, and to carry 
goods to, the gold-mining industry, and 
upon that industry depended the future 
development, prosperity, and welfare of 
the country. A plentiful supply of un- 
skilled labour would result in more 
work for the whites as overseers, on 
farms, in stores, in connection with the 


railways, at the ports, and in fifty 
other directions. The unskilled labour 
in the mines was not. suitable for 
white men. It was true that Mr. 


Cresswell said it was, but every mining 
expert and engineer in South Africa 
held the contrary view, 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Ca:inarvonshire, 
Eifion) asked whether Mr. Cresswell’s 
view was not based on personal experi- 
ence, while the opinions of the experts 
were based only on theory. 


*Mr. JOHN STROYAN submitted that 
when all the best mining experts in the 
wo1ld were on one side with only one 
man on the other there could not be much 
doubt about the matter. As to the pro- 
portion of white labour to coloured 
labour, an hon. Member opposite had led 
the House to believe that it had 
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dwindled from one in eight down to one 
in twenty-five. 


*\Mr. BRIGHT said that his statemeat | 


was that of the new men who had come 


in the proportion was one white man to | 


twenty-one coloured and Chinese. 


*Mr. JOHN STROYAN said that as 
a matter of fact the true proportion was 
one in 85, which was exactly the pro- 
portion that existed in 1899 before the 
War. 


*Mr. BRIGHT said that according to 
the Blue-book the number of whites had 
inereased from 15,127 ia May, 1904, to 
16,232; and coloured, from 77,519 to 
107.756. There were 35,575 Chinese. If 
the new men were totalled up it would 
be found that there was on*> new white 
man to twenty-one new Chinese and 
coloured. 


*\Mr. JOHN STROYAN said the fact 
still remained that the proportion 
of whites to coloured was one in eight, 
the same as before the war. ‘There 
semed to be an impression that 
the white working men were unable 
to look after their own interests. 
They were educated men, perhaps the 
most able and enterprising of their class, 
and if thev were badly treated or the 
proprietors departed from their under- 
takings, they would say so very quickly 
and plainly for themselves. It was not 
true that the Cainese were doing skilled 
labour. Hand-drilling was not. skilled 


labour, and had always been done by | 


Kaffirs, Their was a large amount of 


mchine-drilling immediately after the | 
unskilled | 
Machine- | 


war, but that was because 
labour was unprocurable. 
drilling was very expensive as compared 


with hand-drilling, but notwithstanding | 


that, in order to relieve the distress 
that existed, the 
Rand put men into the mines who did 
not earn their pay, and worked the mines 
without profit for a considerable time. 


No Chinaman had ever pe*n asked to do | 
skilled labour; if he had, they would | 


have heard of it from the whites. It 

Was true that emigration had fallen off. 

Whenever a country was advertised as 

‘South Africa had been, there was a great 
VOL. CL. [Fourru SExizs.] 
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mineowners on the | 


636 
|rush. Many men weit out with the 
| idea of picking up money without 
| 
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working, round m2n went out to fill 
| square holes, and a number came back. 
| But there was no return of skilled 
| miners. Six or eight months ago there 
was a large number of skilled labourers 
unemployed, but as the Chinese had 
come ir, openings had been found for 
these men, and to-day he was informed 
on excellent authority, there were no 
skilled labourers out ot employment. 
The Chinese had rever been so well 
treated, well fed, and well housed in 
any other country as they were in 
the Transvaal, and they had never 
been paid anything like so high wages. 


As to piecework, the fact was that 
insteal of earning Is. 6d. a day. 


Chinamen of experience were able to 
make from 3s. to 4s. a day. The British 
Indian was utterly unsuited for work in 
the mines, nor could he stand the 
rigours of the Rand winter. As to the 
alleged flogging of Chinamen, it was 
absolutely untrue. Personally he had 
never known a case of flogging, either of 
Kaffir or of Chinaman, on the Rand. 
He was absolutely certain that such a 
thing had never occurred, and that the 
mineowners in their own interest would 
not allow it. If any compound manager 
were to flog a Chinaman or a Kaffir he 
would lose his situation as soon as the 
fact was known to his employers. 


*Mr. BURT (Morpeth) said that the 
hon. Member had declared that flogging 
did not exist on the Rand. He did not 
think that the Colonial Secretary would 
utter a universal negative in such anem- 
phatic way as the hon. Member had done. 
Questions had been put to the Colonial 
Secretary on this subject, and it was 
notorious that the compound manager of 
| the Croesus Mine at an inquest ‘vhich was 
held admitted that he had repeatedly 
flogged Chinamen. He had _ privately 
brought cases at another mine to the 
attention of the Secretary of State, who, 
accepting his assurances that his inform. 
ant was thoroughly straightforward and 
trustworthv, had cabled to Lord Selborne 
to make inquiries, and the right hon. 
| Gentleman had declared in that House 
| that Lord Selborne was fully alive to the 
|importance of the questioa, and was 
| making a thorough investigation. That 

2A 
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was a sufficient Answer to the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. JOHN STROYAN: There may 
be one blackguard on the Rand, but 
cne swallow does not make a summer. 
[Cries of ‘You said there was no flog- 
ging.”’] T said that I have never known 
a case, 


Mr. BURT said that was a specimen 
of the hon. Gentleman’s logic! Because 
he had never known a case, therefore no 
case existed! As a mode of punishment 
he thought flogging was hateful; he 
regarded it as an indignity to our common 
humanity and a degradation to everybody 
concerned, IJihe did not carry the Com- 
inittee with him in that view, he was 
certain they would all agree that if 
inflicted at all it should be only in the 
very gravest cases after thorough inves- 
tigation, and under the strictest super- 
Vision. 


He wished to call the attention of the 
right hon, Gentleman to the great mor- 
tality in the mines. In the case of 
Chinese, Mr. Evans, superintendent of the 
Foreign Labour Department, stated that 
up to the end of January the death rate 
was 23°16 per 1,000 per annum, or, exclud- 
ing deaths from beri-beri, 15-4, “ which 
compared favourably with the great towns 
in England.” That was a most extraor- 
dinary comparison. The death rate in our 
great towns was enormously swelled by 
infant mortality, and it included deaths at 
all ages and under all conditions, whereas 
those in the Transvaal were picked menin 
the prime of life. In the case of the natives 
the death rate was even more serious, 
In January last, the President of the 
Chamber ot Mines in a_ speech at 
Johannesburg stated that, in the 
ten months of 1902 the deaths 
of natives were at the rate of 51°25 
per thousand; in 1903, 80°92; in 
1904, from accident and disease, 48-02 ; 
from accidents alone, 4°05. In this 
country the death rate in mines from 
accidents was 1:34, so that where we 
lost 1,000 lives per annum in our coal 


mines, if the rate were as high as in the | 


underground gold mines of South Africa 

we should lose 3,000 or 4,000. That was 

a matter requiring very careful investi 

gation. Certainly the high death rate 
Mr. Burt. 
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wes no inducement to the natives to 
come and work in the mines. He 
believed the high death-rate from disease 
was due largely to climatic conditions; 
There was a much lower percentage of 
mortality on the part of those who came 
from the Transvaal and the Cape Colony 
than prevailed among the natives of the 
more tropical parts of the country. 


He had not discussed the general ques- 
tion of bringing the Chinese to the 
Rand. He had very strong opinions 
upon the subject. He thought it was an 
evil day for this country when they were 
introduced, an evil day for our traditions 
and our liberties as Britons. Having 
introduced them, he thought that at any 
rate they ought to do what they could 
to treat them humanely and consider- 
ately until the time cme for their 
departure, and that would be a welcome 
day not only to the people of this coun- 
trv, but to a great number of the workers 
in the Transvaal itself. There was not, 
as was generally supposed, anything like 
an unanimous opinion among them in 
favour of the importation of the Chinese. 
He saw scores and hundreds of the work- 
men when he visited the Transvaal, anl 
he attended a good many of their trade 
union conferences and their executive 
committees, and he found — tiners, 
engineers, railway workers, and mechanics 
of all kinds, in fact all the organised work- 
men ofSouth Africa, unanimously and veiy 
determinedly hostile to the introduction 
of the Chinese. That opinion was strongly 
held at the present time, and he felt that 
at any rate the Government ought to 
have waited until the people of the 
Transvaal had representative and _re- 
sponsible government before they made 
that evil and hateful departure from our 
previous policy. 


*Mrx. LYTTELTON: I always listen 
to the hon. Member who has just sat 
down with the greatest possible interest, 
and I think the method in which he 
has addressed the House to-night com- 


pares most favourably with other 
methods of controversy which have 
been pursued on this topic. It is pet- 


fectly true, as my hon. friend behind 
me said in reference to the two poin:s 
before me at present, and on which he 
has addressed the House, that there 
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no convincing evidence before me at | 
present that any flogging has taken | 
place. When I say that, I am not un- 
mindful of the fact that Mr. Stewart, 
compound manager of the Croesus Mine, 
stated in his evidence at the inquest. 
that he had frequently caused un- 
authorised floggings to take place in 
the mine: but it ought to be remem- 
bered that Mr. Stewart was a dis- 
missed servant of the mine, and it 
ought not to be forgotten that he was 
charged—I do not say for a moment 
whether justly or not--of inciting the 
Chinese to murder the white men. [A 
LIBERAL MemBer: He was acquitted.] 
It was at that time, when he was 
under the charge, that he made the 
statement. He, very likely, and very 
likely quite justly, resented the charge. 
At any rate, though I do not say a word 
against his ver.city, under the circum- 
stances I say he is a man _ whose 
testimony would be required to be 
closely watched and tested before an 
absolute belief was accorded to what he 


said. Ido not say one word more than 
that. 
But this evidence, which I think 


is fairly open to those remarks, has 
been supplemented by the statement 
of the hon. Member for Morpeth, made 
to me in private, viz.: that a corre- 
spondent in whose straightforward ness 
and trustworthiness he has thorough 
reliance has stated to him that un- 
authorised flogging has taken place on 
the Rand, and anybody whom the hon. 
Centleman speaks of in those terms, I 
am quite satisfied wovld not endeavow 
to mislead him or me. I considered 
ipon that statement alone it was fully 
worth while, indeed I felt it was incum- 
bent upon me, to make special investiga - 
tions, and I telegraphed to Lord Sel- 
borne asking him that very special 
investigations should be made into the 
allegations which I had heard. That is | 
all I can say or do at present with 
regard to the truth of these allegations, 
because it is a fact that Lord Selborne 
has telegraphed to me within the last few 
days that he has been unable to trace | 
any such instances as the hon. Member 
has referred to. But that does not by | 
aay means prove that the allegations are | 
Not true. We hope we have in London | 
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| selves 


6°0 


one of the best_systems of police in the 
world, but that does not prevent the 
grossest crimes being committed in the 
Metropolis. We think we have an 
admirable system both of law and of 
supervision in the Transvaal under the 
Ordinance, which only permits flogging 
of Chinese for assaults with violence, and 
permits those only on conviction by a 
magistrate and on confirmation of that 
sentence by the Supreme Court. That is 
the law, and that will be satisfactory to 
hon. Members of this House. I do not 
think anything further can be asked. 


But you will say the law is no use 
unless the administration of it is well 
safeguarded. I can only say that the 
utinost vigilance has been enjoined upon 
those who are superintending in the 
mines, and we have now, as the result 
of the telegram TI sent to Lord Selborne, 
and as the result of the misgivings 
which the information of the hon. 
Member for Morpeth undoubtedly gave 
me, an addition of five new inspectors 
in the mines. We propose that the 
Superintendent of the Native Labour 
Departments and these inspectors shall be 
given the powers of magistrates, that the 
offences which may be committed by the 
Chinese shall be tried by them judicially, 
that their sentences shall require the 
corroboration and confirmation of the 
Supreme Court in the event of their order- 
ing flogging, and that the flogging shall 
be confined purely to the offences I have 
mentioned. [I think those provisions, 
coupled with the determination which Lord 
Selborne has expressed to me, and which 
I have myself emphatically expressed to 
this House, that any system under which 
illegal floggings have taken place should 
be absolutely put an end to, suffice to show 
that we have taken every precaution we 
can reasonably take at the present 
moment, and I can assure the House that 
if anvbody can suggest any other method 
by which these unauthorised acts can be 
stopped, and which commend them- 
to me, I will most carefully 
consider them. Let me say in justice 
to those who are at present on the 
mines, and I trust I shall not be 
misunderstood, that at present we have 
taken this abundant precaution merely 
on the uncorroborated evidence which 
the hon. Member has been able to give 
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us, so highly do we rate the information 


he has given us. 


He went on, 
pathise, too, 
the matter, to 
in the mines. 
have before me 
col..cide with his. 


ard I thoroughly sym- 
with his object in 
mention the mortality 
The figures that I 
do not absolutely 
I must give them 


from memory, but I can give them | 


accurately without decimals. My figures 
show tha* in 1905 the mortality was 
more than 70 per 1,000 among the 
natives. Great exertions were used by 
the medical officer; at my instance and 
Lord Milner’s instance, measures were 
taken and were put through by the 
mineowners with great willingness and 
energy, and the result was to reduce 
the mortality from 70 odd to 43 per 


1,000, a reduction of very nearly half. | 


t urged Lord Milner to take counsel with 
his advisers, I said IT did not think 
we ought to be satisfied until the 
mo:talitv was reduced below 40 per 
thousand, That has not been obtained 
vet, but I think the mortality for the 
present year 44 per 1,000. We 
must bear in mind that these mines are 
not coal mines. I always understood 
that coal mining was a very healthy 
occupation, and I think comparison be- 
tween coal mines and metalliferous mines 
is not just. I shall not, however, be 
satisfied until the mortality is below 40 
per 1,000. 


is 


May I say in this connection that 
the High Commissioner of British Cen- 
tral Africa has informed me that the 
conditions in the Transvaal mines have 
been so very greatly improved that the 


distaste for emigration from British 
Central Africa to the Transvaal has 


entirely worn off, and there is now the 
ereatest desire on the part of the natives 


cf British Central Africa to engage in | 


that employment. I quite 1ecognise 
that it is quite desirable, wherever vou 
can with cue regard to health, to employ 
the natives of South Africa, and even per- 
haps oi Central Africa, but I still thnk 


it is a very doubtful question whether it | 


is advisable to bring from Central Africa, 
and from the tropical parts of Africa, 
natives who you may depend upon it 
are far more subject to the climatic 
dangers of the Rand than those who are 
at present engaged there. I merely 


Mr. Lyttelton. 
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mention these things because the fair 


inference to be drawn from Central 
African experience is that the treat- 
ment of the natives in the Trans- 
vaal mines has enormously improved. 
At the same time I wish to press 
upon the House that it is unwise 
to bring natives from Central Atriea 
if there are those more suited to 
the climate ava‘lable. 


May I in this connection make this 


observation to the hon. Member for 
Morpeth? Is there any difference in 
principle between bringing African 
natives over hundreds of thousands 
of miles of land to the Rand and 
bringing Chinamen — thousands _ of 


miles across the sea to the Rand? | 
venture to think there is no difference 
in principle, though I agree that the 
conditions must be considered. So far 
as what is called alien immigration is 
concerned, the Kaffir who comes from 
Portuguese Africa is just as much an 
alien to the Rand as the Chinaman. 
Take the view of general humanity in 
the matter, and contrast the mortuality 
which prevails, and which prevails toa 
large extent unavoidably owing to the 
weakness among the Kaffirs, and the 
mortality which prevails among the 
Chinese. The fact is that, notwith- 
standing all the exertions which have 
been made, the death-rate among the 
| Kaffirs is still slightly over 40 per 
1,000. I am speaking without the 
book for the moment, but I am_ sure I 
/}am accurate. The mortality among the 
| Chinese is less than half that amount, 
and it has actually gone down in some 
mines to as little as 12 per 1,00). I 
think I am right in saying that it has 
never exceeded a little over 20 per 
1,000. If you consider merely the 
| wastage of life that takes place in this 
industry, I put it to the House whether 
|it is not incomparably better that 
| Chinese should be employed in this 
labour than that the natives of Central 
or Portuguese Africa should be employed 
with a loss of life more than twice as great. 


| An observation made by the hon. Mem- 
| ber for Morpeth as regards the accidents, 
‘I think I must notice. He has made a 
comparison between the accidents which 
|take place in these mines among the 
natives, and accidents which take 
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place among Eaglish miners in coal- 
mining parts of this country. I have 
only to put to him this consideration to 
convince him that that comparison is 
not wholly a just one. I consider the 
miners of this country are among the finest 
of the population and «mong the most 
intelligent, and Ido not think you can 
compare the skill which thev exercise in 
doing their work with the skill exercised 
by the Kaffir of Central or South Africa. 
Therefore, when the hon. Member points 
out that the mortality from accidents is 
great, I must point out to him that the 
mortality in their own kraals would 
probably be as great as in the mines, 
so at least I have been informed by 
great experts in the matter. In the 
next place the care vou can expect from 
these men in dangerous employment is 
incomparably less than you both expect 
and obtain from skilled white miners 
engaged in coal mining in this country. 


Another point has been made, and I 
am not surprised it has been made, of the 
comparatively large number of persons 
on the Rand who had been subject to 
prosecution and imprisonment, Allow 
ie to analyse fora moment the figures 
given, I believe, by the hon. Member 
for Cleveland, which showed that 
1.250 cases of imprisonment occurred in 
the course of last vear. Of these im- 
prisonments no less than 909 are for 
under the Ordinance, which 
really amount to breach of contract, thit 
to say, refusal to work and desertion 
from work. I am quite aware that that 
sounds a large number, but the House 
must remember that this Ordinance 
authorises the repatriation of the Chinese 
at the end of their term of service, and 
that costs something like £21. Naturally, 
and [I think it will be agreed, if there 
were a general abstention from work 
with ut justification it would be ruinous 
in its consequence to those who employ 
the men. When you take out those 909 
men who have been imprisoned for short 
terms for desertion and refusal to work, 
you reduce the convictions for assaults 
of various kinds, exclusive of riots, to 
146. Cases of riots come up to ¥37, 
and of these 53 convictions cecurred 
upon the occasion of one rict, and €9 
upon the occasion of another. 
therefore, apart from these outbursts, 


offences 


Is 
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| which no doubt are to be expected in 
| the initiation of a great experiment of 
| this kind, and which occurred not infre- 
/ quently in days when there were o ly 
| Kaffirs engaged in these mines, 146 
assaults. If you include all the rioters 
you get a total of something like 
400. The population of the Chinese 
now amounts to 43,000 odd, and it 
has averaged over the whole time 
about 20,000, and, if you bear that in 
mind, and if hon. Gentlemen will take 
the trouble to investigate the criminal 
statistics of our sea-port towns and great 
centres of population, they will find that 
the crimes of violence are neither sur- 
prising nor alarming. 


Reference has been made by one 
hon. Member, the hon. Member fer 
Shropshire [ think, to convict labour. 
It is a common practice in South 
Africa to apply convict labour to all 


industrial purposes. [ do not say 
it is a thing we do here, but I 
have myself seen in the © self- 





governing Colonies—in the Cape Colony 
—convict labour so applied. It has 
been applied always, I believe, to a 
small extent in the Transvaal, and there 
Was particular reason for the employ- 
ment of it on the present occasion. As 
perhaps hon. Gentlemen know, there 
was great congestion in the prison at 
Johannesburg, which was in course of 


being enlarg od. 


There was also the point raised by 
the hon. Member for Cleveland, thet 
none of the Chinese had exere’sed their 
power of returning to their own country 
at their own expens>. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): They 
cannot save the money out of a shilliig 
a day. 


*Mer. LYITELTON: I think the hon. 
Member will find he is not quite accur- 
ate. I myself saw Mr. Evans, who was 
the superintendent we appointed from 
\the Malay States, and who had for 
| twenty vears been engaged in the school 
‘of Mr. Pickering, of the Malay States. 
'I had three or four hours conversation 
with him, and, amongst other things, he 
told me that no punishment he had beea 
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able to devise or that could be legally 
imposed under the Ordinance was deemed 
to be half as severe as repatriating the 
Chinaman. 


Mr. CROOKS: It is a question of 


going or having your head off. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not quite 
follow that interruption. 


Mr. CROOKS: He dare not go back. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: 
what the hon. Member means. The 
fact is the Chinaman can go back to his 
own country if he pases. When it is a 
question of repatriating him as a punish- 
ment, the expenses of his return trip 
have to be paid by the mines. Some 
considerable numbers have been repatri- 
ated under those provisions, and I have 
Mr. Evans’ authority that no punishment 
is considered so severe as taking these 
men from a condition which I hold to 
be, after all, on the evidence, thoroughly 
satisfactory as a whole, and sending 
them back to their own country, 


I do not know 


An astounding statement was made by 
the hon. Member for Cleveland, but it has 
been apologised for and withdrawn, He 
gave the House the impression that the 
minimum wage of Is, 6d. a day, secured 
to the Cainaman under Clause 6 by his 
contract, had been reduced by force to a 
halfpenny. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: The right 
hon. Gentleman is quite wrong. I did not 
apologise for or withdraw any statement. 
What I did was to mention the New 
Comet Mine. I ought to have said the 
North Randfontein Mine. That is the 
only correction I have made. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The fact is that 
all along it has been contemplated that 
the Chinaman would prefer piecework, 
because, being a good worker, he could 
earn considerably more than ls. 6d. a 
day, amounting in some cases, I think, 
to as much as3s,a day. That anticipa- 


tion has proved correct, and a very large 
Mr. Lyttelton. 
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majority of the Chinamen engaged upon 
the Rand have undertaken, after six 
months, to go on piecework. I believe 
the result will be that the general 
average among them will considerably 
exceed ls. 6d. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Is there 


any minimum ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: This afternoon 
the hon. Member had on the Paper three 
or four Questions addressed to me. They 
were not reached, and, therefore, the hon. 
Member was not entitled to any informa- 
tion from me except in the course of the 
debate, but in order that he might have 
them for the benefit of his speech, and 
have a few hours to consider them. I 
went out of my way voluntarily to hand 
across to him my Answers in writing. 
The return which the hon. Gentleman 
gave this courtesy was grossly to misre- 
present the purport of one of the Answers 
and grossly to mislead the Committee on 
the subject of the wages paid to the 
Chinese. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: The right 
hon. Gentleman says that [ have mis- 
represented him. I shall be greatly 
obliged if he will tell me, and I think ! 
am entitled to ask, in what way I have 
misrepresented him, 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Question 7 
was asked was in regard to wages, and I 
am now dealing with the Question which 
the hon. Member himself raised. After 
I allowed the hon. Member an oppor- 


‘tunity of going back from the position 


which he took up he persisted in the 
accusation that we have reduced the 
minimum wage under Clause 6 from Is, 6d. 
I say that is absolutely untrue. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Will the 
right hon, Gentleman excuse me. He 
used the word “ untrue,” which I do not 
think is Parliamentary language. I 
venture to ask him whether the new 
contract which isin force assures Chinese 
labourers anything more than 3d. an inch 
for any work they may do. Does he 
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mean to say that there is any minimum 
wage fixed at all? My contention is 
that the minimum wage for piece workers 
absolutely disappears. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: If a Chinaman, 
instead of taking a minimum wage of 
is, 6d. for a day’s work, chooses to 
take piecework, he may do so and 
earn more. It was contemplated from 
the beginning that those who wished 
to earn more should have an_ oppor- 
tunity of doing so. If, on the other 
hand, he misdoubts his ability to earn 
more than Is. 6d. a day, and prefers 
to go on the day-work system he is 
entitled for his day’s work to ls. 6d. Ido 
not suppose that the enthusiasm of the 
hon. Member for the rights of the Chinese 
labourers would induce him to stand up 
in this House and say that a man should 
get Is. 6d. a day for doing nothing. A 
Chinaman is expected, as all of us who 
receive remuneration for what we do, 
to do what he honestly can to earn his 
money, and if a Chinaman on the Rand 
chooses to malinger or wilfully to idle, 
oi course he will not be entitled to claim 
ls. 6d. fora day’s work. It there is any- 
thing in the nature of the work unduly 
or exceptionally arduous, if there ts 
anything in the state of his health that 
makes him unfit to work, or if there is 


anything defective in =ohis — skill. 
he would of course be entitled 
t) have these matters considered 
under the Ordinance, but unless 


there is some such reason for not doing 
‘2 ordinary day’s work he would not be 
entitled to produce less. [An Hon. 
MeMBER: What is an ordinary day’s 
work ?] Anordinary day’s work is thirty- 
six inches, but some Chinamen can do 
from forty-eight to sixty inches. 


Let me make this observation with 
regard to what was said by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Morpeth as to machine-drilling. 
Machine-drilling is not done by skilled 
labourers. The mapual drilling which is 
done by unskilled labourers is much less 
deleterious to health than machine-drill- 
ing. The great cause of miners’ phthisis is 
the dust which comes from the mineral 
he is working, and, therefore, so far as 
the workers are concerned, it is a cleer 
gain that hand-drilling should be sub- 


{27 Jury 1905} 


} 


Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 698 
stituted for machine-drilling. I am 
sure that the substitution which has 


taken place has not reduced the labour 
of white men at all, I would further 
remark in connection with the allega- 
tion that machine-drilling ought to be 
persisted in, that it is not the case 
that it employs more white men. I 
have shown that it does not employ 
white men. It is objectionable to return 
to that method, because the effect of 
machine-drilling isto bring down a larger 
quantity of debris, and to displace much 
more of the rock part of the seam than 
vou require to get; it is also dangerous 
to those engaged in the workings, owing 
to the “falls” which are liable to occur. 


The main principle which I should like 
to urge upon the House in connection 
with this difficult and complicated matter 
is this. The Opposition for two years 
have denounced the Government because 
they have not vetoed the Ordinance, but 
they have never attempted to prove that 
the Government have misjudged local 
opinion in the matter. I will prove 
that. I know that there were a few 
sporadic attempts made at the begin- 
ning to show that the opinion of the 
Transvaal white population was against 
the introduction of the Chinese. It 
said, and it has been repeated 


Was 


again quite incorrectly by the hon. 
Member for the Cleveland Division, 
that all the self-governing Colonies 


were against the experiment. As a 
matter of fact, Mr. Deakin, the present 
Prime Minister of Australia, when Attor- 
ney-General, being approached on the mat- 
ter and asked to express an opinion about 
‘t, sald it was the business of the Trans- 
vaal itself. Nata' has taken a similar line. 
Above all, Canada, which has a knowledge 
of this matter, and which has very strong 
views indeed in regard to the autonomy 
of the self-governing Colonies, has from 
first to last declined to express any 
opinion on the matter and said that it 
was entirely a matter for the Transvaal. 
The hon. Member for Cleveland was. 
therefore, incorrect in his statement that 
the self-governing Colonies were unani- 
mous in this matter. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I did not 


say unanimous. 
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*Mr. LYTTELTON: I am in the 
recollection of the House, and I say that 
the word “ unanimous” was used. Are 
His Majesty’s Government right in 
thinking, and were they right in giving 
it as their opinion last vear, that the 
white population of the Transvaal are 
in favour of the introduction of Chinese 
labour? I say they are right, and I 
will give the House a reason. Mr. Quin, 
who was formerly a lesding opponent of 
Chinese labour, has declared in favour 
of it since the Ordinance has been intro- 
duced. I give the substance of what he 
said. He abjured any further oppcsition 
to it on the part of his friends. It 
was said that the Boers were against 
Chinese labour, but as a matter of fact 
it was beyond all pessibility of doubt 
that the Het Volk, the Boer union, entered 
into an agreement with certain gentle- 
men on the Rand who were agitating 
with them for responsible government, 
it being stipulated that no attempt 
should be made to repeal the Ordinance 
for seven years, and that agreement was 
made definitely and fina!ly for five vears. 
So much for the strong opinion of the 
Boers. In the next place, no resolution. 
no petition, no communication indeed 
from anybody in the Transvaal, organ- 
ised or unorganised, agiinst the intro- 
duction of the Chinese has reached me. 
or, so far as I know, the Transvaal 
Government, for the repeal or discon- 
tinuance of the Ordinance. I commend 
this fact to the notice of the right hon. 
Gentleman oppos'te, who may have to 
deal with this matter at no distant date. 
This question of practically unanimous 
local assent to this Ordinance will be 
and must be, in the course of a few 
months, put to the test of the Legis- 


lative Assembly, four-fifths of which 
will be elected on a democratic fran- 
chise. It is demonstrated that local 


opinion is on the side of the Ordinance ; 
and although I do not like to prophesy, 
I will go the length of saying that I do 
not believe even a Motion will be made 
in the Assembly for the arrest or 
the denunciation of the Ordinance. | 
can imagine a dialogue between the repre- 
sentatives of this country and those of 
the Transvaal, who would sav that they 
want this Ordinance for the well- being 
of their country and would ask why we 
want to stop it. 
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Mr. CROOKS: No slavery under the 
Union Jack! 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Now supposingI 
were to make the answer which the hon, 
Member for Woolwich has been kind 
enough to suggest to me, the Transvaal 
representatives, would say that for fifty 
years or more this country has deliberately 
sanctioned the system of indentured 
labour under close and _ restricted con- 
ditions. If I had the industry of the 
hon. Member for Poplar, I might sugges 
certain minute differences between the 
present Ordinance and the Ordinances 
which were sanctioned by himself, Lovd 
Ripon, the right hon. Gentleman for 
Wolverhampton, and other Members of 
the Liberal Party, but do you think that 
would be convincing? Do you think 
that would be an argument which a 
Minister could use? The hon. Member 
for Shropshire took a more honest view 
of the subject when he declared that 
these Ordinances for the West Indies 
were repugnant to him and that he would 
sweep them out of the Statute-book. But 
that is not the attitude of hon. Members 
opposite. There has been debate after 
debate on this subject, and not a single 
Gentleman on the Front Opposition Bench 
bas had the manhood to declare that he 


is in favour of that policy. Although 
before audiences not fit to argue with 
him he talks about slavery, he knows 


that he is responsible for the organisation 
of Ordinanees and statutes scarcely to be 
distinguished from this onein South “Africa. 
The experiment, however, will never 
attain the dimens‘ons that have been 
predicted, The measure of it will pro- 
bably be the introduction of 50,000 
Chinamen. I have been assured by a 
missionary that the introduction of 
Chinese and of the provision made for 
them hes actually had the effect cf 
raising the standard of living of all the 
natives, 





The hon. Member for Morpeth 
has said that the ratio of white to 
coloured men employed in the mines 
has diminished. This is not so. 
The white skilled workers in the last 
year have increased from 13,413 to 16,989, 
though some of the increase may be 
attributed to the increase of native 
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taken to prevent the undercutting of 
Kaffir labour is shown by the fact that 
since the introduction of Chinese labour 
the number of Kaffirs employed in the 
mines has increased from 74,000 to 


104,000, and the wages are substan- | 
tially the same as before the war. | 
It is true that there was a period just | 
a ter the termination of the war in which | 


the ratio of white to black was rather 
higher. 


some time, and that. no doubt, was due | 
to the experiment that was being made, | 
not merely by Mr. Cresswell, of whom I | 


wish to speak with the greatest respect, 


but to other experiments made on the | 


Rand mines. These were honest experi- 
ments, and it would have been a happy 
thing for the Government, if, as the 
result, white unskilled miners could have 
been engaged in these mines. But what 
was the result of the experiment ? There 
were required in the mines what I call 
470 unskilled miners, and to maintain 
that constant throughout the vear it 
was necessary to pass through the mines 
white men to the number of no less than 
What is the meaning of those 
figures ? That no white men would stay 
in the mines working alongside of Kaffirs 
more than a few davs. The mineowners 
were put to enormous expense in the first 
place in paving the white miners much 


5,800, 


more than the natives. I venture to say, | 


and I quote the great authority of the 
hon. Member for Morpeth, that it is an 
idle dream to suppose that you would 
white men, citizens of this 
country, te work at unskilled work below 
ground alongside of Kaflirs. 


ever get 


Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON: May I 
point out that what [ asked was in regard 


to the working of these mines, whether | 
many missionaries had gone into the 


Chines> compounds, 


-— rk. LYTTELTON: I have no recolle:- 
tion of the subject at all; butit the hon. 


Gentleman will give me notice as to the | 


number of missionaries who have gone 
into the Chinese compounds I shall be 
happy to answer him. I have never 
been under the delusion that it was either 


practical or desirable that the mines | 


should be worked exclusively by white 
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| But until 
| suspend our opinion—we suspend our 
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| men, and [ entirely agree with the Lon. 
Member for Morpeth that that bears out 
the fundamental basis upon which this 
| legislation has proceeded. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN: 
| There are only two points upon which I 
The first is 
jas to the question how far the employ- 
| ment of Chinese labour his the approval 


| wish to say a few words. 


| of the inhabitants of the Transvaal. The 
| right hon. Gentleman ass im>s that it has. 
| We have never dogmatised on the subject. 
We have never said it hadnot. Wehave 
always denied that there was any proof 
'that it had. |! remember an interchange 
|of words between myself and the right 
hon. Gentleman last year, when he asked 
me what I should be disposed to do if 
representative government were give. 
to the Transvaal and the Transvaal Legis- 
lature approved of Chinese labour, [ 
said I should ariswerthat when theoccasion 
arises; when the thing is accomplished. 
Well I think it is only reasonable to see 
whether representative government 1s 
given to the Transvaal in the first place, 
and then to see what the result of that 
change may be. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, I think, on that occasion for the first 
time, intimated that this year we should 
have an opportunity of expressing our 
decision upon that point, because before 
that time the Government would have 
conferred rep:esentative institutions upon 
the Transvaal. If those representative in- 
stitutions are genuine and sound repre- 
sentative institutions, carrying with them 
responsible government, then, of course, 


|for my part, I should bow to the deci- 


sion of any such body. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 


under the Union Jack! 


Slavery 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
that has taken place we 


|judgment as to the real feelings and 
the intentions in this matter of the 
\inhabitants of the Transvaal. 2If 
you constitute one of the Colonies a re- 
sponsivle item in the Empire, and give it 
that degree of independence, then, jof 
course, we must accept the work of your 
own hands and allow them to deal with 
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this matter according to their own con- 
sciences. 


feeling of the Transvaal, of which we 


{COMMONS} 


I pass from that, which is the | 
mere answer to the inquiries as to the | 
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| policy which has been adopted, I, for one, 
should not be disposed to interfere with 
[MINISTERIAL 
cries of “ Although it is slavery.”’| 


them in that decision. 


have as yet no definite and absolute know- | 


ledge whatever. 


And now I would ask the right) 


hon. Gentleman what is his attitude in 
the present temporary situation towards 
I asked this 


Question at the beginning of the session, 


this Chinese experiment. 


and I repeat it now—Is it an experi- 
ment, or is it a permanent policy, 
adopted and capable of extension to 
any large degree? You have now, I 
believe, 40,000 Chinamen in compounds in 
the Transvaal. There are more than 
40,000—there are 40,002, because I under- 
stand there are two women. Is that consid- 
ered a desirable state of things ? Can the 
right hon. Gentleman, or any one else on 
that bench, get up and say that they 
think that that is conducive to the best 
interests either of the country in which 
they work or of the men themselves; 
that these 40,000 men should be kept in 
compounds segregated from the rest of 
the world? If they think se, are they 
going to stop at 40,000, or are they 
: Oing to allow it to go on to as great an 
If it 
is a good thing, why do you stop at 
4,000? Ifit isa bad thing, why do vou 
allow it to go the length of 40,000? I 
repeat that Question. I do not see that 


extent as the mineowners desire ? 


we have ever had any definite or satis- 
factory reply to that Question. But, as 
far as the previous point is concemned, I 
base myself entirely, as far as I am con- 
cerned, on the opinion of the community 
in which this thing exists; avd I say 
that if the inhabitants of the Transvaal, 
having full opportunity of expressing 
their opinion, deliberately endorse the 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Toe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. 
J. Baxtrour, Manchester, E.): Where 
was the hon. Member for Woolwich when 
the right hon. Gentleman was speaking? 
The hon. 


his enthusiasm when my 


Member conld not. restrain 


right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary ventured to 
make certain observations upon the sort 
the 
Government of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
the British 
Empire. I think it was the hon. Member 


of indentured labour adopted by 
in various other paris co! 
for Woolwich who interrupted, saying 


that under the British flag slavery could 


be committed nowhere. 


Mr. CROOKS: Under anv e¢ircum. 
stances. 
Me. A. J. BALFOUR: How sad are 


these differences in a united Party! Did 
the hon. Gentleman hear the speech of 


his leader a few minutes ago 2 


Mr. CROOKS: The right hon, Centle- 
man is labouring under a delusion. | 
am here simply as a Labour man, and as 
I know what I talk 
about, and I will take care of myself. 


such I stand up. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I apologise to 
the 


recognised the right hon. Gentleman as 


hon. Gentleman. I thought he 
his leader, but I understand I have been 
mistaken. I do not wish to bring into 
collision the views of the hon. Gentleman 
below the gangway and the views of the 
Gentleman who has just 


After all, the views of the right 


right hon. 
spoken. 
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hon, Gentleman are sufficiently interest- 
ing by themselves to be taken without 
the commentary of any of his Party, 
And what are those views? They are 
that the system which my right hon. 
friend and the Government of which he 
is a member have sanctioned in the 
Transvaal is a system of slavery, an out- 
rage against humanity, out of harmony 
with modern civilisation, destructive of 
those who come from China, and destruc- 
tive of the population of the Transvaal 
But the right 
hon. Gentleman is perfectly prepared to 


among Whom they come. 


sanction that slavery. [MINISTERIAL 


cheers and Opposttrron cries of ‘ No, 
no!”| The right hon, Gentleman is per- 
fectly ready to sanction — slavery. 


{Renewed MinisTER1aLcheers and Oppost- 
r10N cries of ‘‘ No, no!”’] I hear dissent. 
From which of the propositions is there 
dissent? Is there dissent from the 
proposition that the system of indentured 
labour is @ system of slavery? [Oppost- 


TION cries of **No.”] That is accepted, 


{Some cries of “ Hear, hear.”] Is that 
accepted by the right hon. Gentleman ? 
Very well. Is it denied that the right 
hon. Gentleman has just in the hearing 
ofthe whole House said that if ke were 
convinced that the white population in 
the Transvaal desired it he would permit 
indentured labour ? [OpposITION cries of 
“No,” and MINISTERIAL cries of “ Hear, 


hear!”?} 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: I 
never said anything of the kind. [Troni- 
cal Minisrertat laughter.) I referred 
to circumstances in which the popula- 
tion of the Transvaal would have a 
If they havea 


responsible Government, we cease to be 


responsible Government. 


tesponsible. It should be no part, I 
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think, of the business of the Imperial 
Government to interfere with their action 
in such a domestic matter. [Opposi- 
TION cheers and MINISTERIAL ironical 


laughter.] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is the first 
time I have ever heard a British statesman 
describe slavery asa domestic matter. Let 
usjust analyse the principle of policy 
which is going to animate the next Radical! 
They consider that they 
are justified in giving responsible govern- 


Government. 


ment to persons who they have every 
reason to believe—[OppositIon cries of 
‘No ”’]—will abuse it—[Oppostr1on cries 
of * No =] —by 


—[Opposition cries of “‘No,’’]—-Then I 


instituting slavery. 
understand they are not going to give it. 
They are never going to give responsible 
government to the Transvaal unless and 
until [Renewed Opposition cries of 
“No”]—am I not to be allowed to 
finish any sentence ?—until they have 
reason to believe that the Transvaal will 
not permit slavery. Thatis an irresistible 
conclusion from the observations of the 
right hon. Gentlemav [Opposition cries 
of “No”] from which the right hon. 
Gentleman cannot dissent. Now is it 
not irresistible? [Oppostrion cries of 
‘“No.”’| Just consider. Indentured labour 
itself is slavery. If the Transvaal have 
absolute self-government and choose to 
maintain slavery [Opposition cries of 
“No” and MrinisTErtAz cries of Order” } 
the right hon. Gentleman says that he 
considers he has nothing more to do with 
it. But it rests with the British (‘overn- 
ment to give them complete self-govern- 
ment. If we give them complete self- 
government in the full conse!ousness that 
they will use it to maintain slavery, 


without taking precautions that they 
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shall not so use it, we are responsible for | 


the slavery. [MrnisrERIAL cries of 
‘Hear, hear! ”’] 
nothing more contemptible than the 


And I can imagine 


positien of the man [OpposirIOn ironical 
cheers] who, knowing perfectly well how 
the power which he confers is going to be 
used [Opposition cries of “ How ?”J— 
knowing full well that it will be misused 
in the grossest manner, yet insists on 
conferring it, and washes his hands 
of the 


However. it 


result. [MINISTERIAL cheers. | 
may be that the 
right hon. Gentleman will fill a very 
authoritative position in the Councils of 
his Sovereign before the Transvaal has 
complete seli-government, when it only 
has a representative Assembly, and when 
it will rest with His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to decide whether any Ordinance 
passed by that Assembly is accepted or 
not. It will be interesting to know, if 
the right hon, Gentleman should ever be 
in that position, how far he is going to 
condone what he describes as slavery— 
how far he is going to make himself a 
party to a system which the hon. Mem- 
ber for Woolwich truly says, if it be 
slavery, ought not to be permitted under 
the British flag—how far he is going to 
make himself the accomplice of those 
whom he cannot but regard as criminals. 


Major SEELY 
Prime Minister had not himself sanctioned 
the Ordinance 


a system of slavery, 


asked whether the 


which he now described as 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


Gentleman’s friends have been making 


The hon. 


so much noise that possibly he did not 
hear what I said. I do not regard the 
Ordinance as slavery, but the right hon. 


Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
Mr, A, J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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does; and that is the difficulty which he 


is In. 


Mayor SEELY said that the Prime 
Minister had 


was a great danger, if the right hon. 


pointed out that there 


Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
had the reigns of power, that he might be 
taced with the dilemma to sanction a 
He would ask the 
Prime Minister on whom the special 


system of slavery. 


responsibility rested for that dilemma ? 
The great responsibility rested on the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham, who gave a specific 
promise that the importation of Asiatic 
labour would not be permitted unless 
it was clearly thit a 
majority of the white inhabitants was 
He defied the Prime 


Minister [MINISTERIAL ironical laughter] 


shown creat 


in favour of it. 


—he appealed to hon, Gentleman oppo- 
site to listen to him; if they would not 
resign their seats he could not go on 
resigning his seat on this question [Op- 
POSITION cheers]—he defied the Prime 
Minister to say that that condition had 
fulfilled. No 
could positively assert that that con- 
dition had been fulfilled. 


been reasonable man 


[t was well known that the great 
mijority of the white population of the 
Transvaal was against Chinese labour. 
The hon. Member for Norfolk, who had 
just visited the Transvaal, stated that 
hundreds of Englishmen there objected 
It was admitted that 
the Boers in the Transvaal were in the 
They held a conven- 


to Chinese labour. 


great majority. 
tion at Pretoria in June last at which 
there were 159 delegates, and by a 
unanimous vote they protested against 
Why 


the introduction of the Chinese. 


-had the promise made by the right 








ie 
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hon. Gentleman for West ee 
been broken? It had been pointed out | 
by the Member for Shropshire, six months 
ago, that the effect of this experiment | 
would not be for the economic good of | 
the Transvaal, and that a system of servile | 
labour in disguise would be bad for that | 
country. The Blue-book showed that | 
the result of the introduction of Chinese 
labour into the Transvaal might have 
increased the production of gold, but it 


had not increased the revenue of the 
Transvaal. He and his friends were 


convinced that this system was, in itself, 
wrong, and they had the support of high 
Jegal authority that it was, in essence, 
slavery. The Standing Counsel for the 
Indian Government sa'd that the Chinese 
indentured libourers were not free ac- 
cording toeither English or Anglo-Dutch 
law, and that he could not conceive oi 
any system of jurisprudence in any 
civilised country where a contract of this 
Better still— 
aid he drew the attention of the Colonial 


kind could be enforced. 
Secretary to this—he said that the con- 
tract was an indirect contravention of 
the accepted principles of the liberty of 
He did not say that that 


legal opinion was conclusive, but it should 


the subject. 


be tested. He maintained that the system | 
of indenture of the Chinese labourers was | 
wrong both legally and morally. | 


| 
When complaint was made about the | 

. pene: ° | 
flogging of the Chinese labourers the right | 
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hon. Gentleman, the Colonial Secretary, 
had airily dismissed the subject, but then 
they had the testimony of the hon. 
Member for Morpeth; and he held that 
asystem like that could not be continued 
without some degree of cruelty super- 
vening. The only reply of the Colonial 


Secretary was that when the mine- 
owners paid £21 per head to get these 
Chinamen, they 


cugit to get their 


money’s worth. He and his friends con- 
indenture root 
It was perfectly true that 

self - government 
granted to the Transvaailit would be diffi- 


cult to take away the rigut to import 


demned this system of 
and branch. 


if responsible were 


Chinese if the Transvaal Government so 
He quite admitte the diffi- 


culty. Buta system like this, even making 


desired it. 


allowance for the natura! humanity of 
Englishmen, could not continue without 
cruelty supervening. If a situation of 
difficulty and danger arose owing to any 
conflict of opinion between ourselves and 
the responsible governing authority in 
nd right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and on the Prime 


the Transvai!, on hon. 
Minister, would for ever rest the respon- 


sibility, because they broke the word of 
this country. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170; 
Noes, 237, (Division List No. 314.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

\shton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
sright, Allan Heywood 





Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

3uxton,NE (York,NR,Whitby 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 





Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke Rt. Hon. Sir Charles _ 
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Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,CaptEC (S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde. Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrel], James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Danie! Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme. Norval Watson 
Hemphi!!, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson. Dr. Chas. Fred. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride. Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson. Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt* Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner. John $8. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
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| Lloyd-George, David | 
| Lough, Thomas | 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mitchel], Fdw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 
Muldoon, John 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
| Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, Thomas 
Rickett, J. Compton 


NOES 


gnold, Sir Arthur 
gwood, James 
ill, Charles 
| Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

| Bond, Edward 

| Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
| Brassey, Albert 

| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

| Brymer, William Ernest 

| Burdett-Coutts, W. 

| Butcher, John George 

| Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
| Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 

| Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
borer Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Bi 
Bi 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Seely, Maj. J. FE. B.(Isle of Wight 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
| Sheehy, David 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Slack, John Bamford 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R (Northants 


| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Treodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, Jatnes 

Tully, Jasper 
Villiers, Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas (Courtenay 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North: 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,Sir J T(Huddersf'd 


Young, Samuel 


Amherst 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M ‘Arthur. 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J (Birm.) 
| Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.JA (Wore. 


Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


| Compton, Lord Alwyne 
| Corbett, T. 
| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 


L. (Down, North) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar, Sir T. R. (T’r Hamlets) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir J. C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 














713 Civil Services and Revenue 


Duke, Henry Edward 
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| Kimber, Sir Henry 


Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamHart | Knowles, Sir Lees 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson. Rt.Hn.Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch. Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay. RtHnSirR. B (Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster. P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon.Maj Evans-(T’rH’ ml’ts 
Gore. Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray. Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton. RtHnLordG (Midd’x 
Hami ton. Marq ot ( L’donderry) 
Hardy. Laurence (Kent, Ashf'rd 
Harris. F. Leverton (Tynem’ th) 
Haslam. Sir Alfred 3. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath. Sir J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Heaton. John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Statford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert ¥. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope. l. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham ) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetfreys, Rt. Hn, Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


| Lambton, Hon, Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 


Lawson, Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End) 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) , 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 


| Liddell, Henry 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lueas, Col, Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH E.(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn, J. Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. SirJohn H_ | Reid, James (Greenock) 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 


| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
' Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas, Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
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| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

| Robinson, Brooke 

| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Xollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 

| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 

Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 

| Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col. Edw. J 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Shaw-Stewart.Sir H.(Renfrew) 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 

' Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East} 
| Smith,RtHn JParker (Lanark 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon, A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Someret) 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon, Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Sir Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Turnour, Viscount 

| Vincent,Col.SirC.E H(Sheffeld 

| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. > 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunten 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) } 

| Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.(Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelmy x 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstreng 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Heed 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the | 
Chairman left the Chair to make 


Report to the House. 


Committee 


his | To-morrow. 


report Progress ; to sit again 
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IRISH EDUCATION (AFFLICTED | preceding the 31st day of March, 1905, 
CHILDREN) [EXPENSE*}, ‘furnished to the Local Government 
Considered in Committee. | Board under Section 1 (7) of The London 


: Equalisation of Rates) Act, 1894— 
(In the Committee.) (Eq ) ; 
(1) The amounts paid during the 
That it is expedient to year out of the Equalisation Fund 
under the Act to the Corporation of 


the City of London and each of the 


Resolved, 
authorise the payment, out of moneys 
provided by Parliament for Public Edu- 
cation in Ireland, of the Expenses of 


Education given to Afflicted Children, in oughs to whom payments out of 
that fond were made. 


Councils of the Metropolitan Bor- 


pursuance of any Act of the present 


session to make better provision for the (2) The zmount of the expenses 
Elementary Education of Afflicted incurred during the year by each cf 
Children in Ireland.—(.VUr. Walter Long.) these authorities (a) under The 


| Public Health (London) Act, 1891 
Resolution to be reported this day. ‘ ‘ ( ) 
(including expenses oi scavenging 
dapiaioicak streets); (b) in respect of lighting; 
Lae oe er and (G) in respect of streets (other 

MOTOR-CAR (ALIEN DRIVERS) LICENCES 


BILL. than the expenses of scavenging); 
Bill read a second time, and committed and 
for Monday next. (3) The amount expended during 


the year by each such authority out 


of the sums received by them w der 


VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. the Act (in continuation of Parlia- 
Order for Second Reading read, and mentary Paper, No. 325, of Session 
discharged. Bull withdrawn. 1904).”—-(Mr. Jeffreys.) 


LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1904-5. 
Return ordered, ‘“‘of the amount BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
received in respect of each administrative "THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
county and county borough in England TARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
and Wales for Local Taxation Licence ACLAND Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
Duties and Penalties, under The Local ton), in moving the adjournment of the 
Government Act, 1888, in the year ended House, said that the first order for the 
March 3ist, 1905 (in continuation of next day would be the Second Reading 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 300, of Session Of the Naval Works Bill, and the second 
1904).”—(Mr. Jeffreys.) order the East India Railways Loan Bill. 
a ae | Qvestion, ‘That this House do now 
adjourn ’—(Sir_ A. Acland-Hood)—put, 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SEC. and agreed to. 
TION 1 (7) OF THE ACT). 


Return ordered, “showing, according | Adjourned at a quarter after 
to the accounts for the twelve months | Twelve o’clock. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 28th July, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


~1 
— 
-~I 


Heckmondwicke Improvement Bill. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Bolton Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


Cr. 


. 


North Eastern Railway Bill. The 
King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill [H.1.]; 
= Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
* 8) Bill [u.u.]. Returned from the Com- 
mons agreed to. 


ech indicates revision by the Mem 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Acton District) Bill [#.1.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with an 
Amendment. The said Amendment con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


cement of a 


COMMINE TU 


[H.L.].; South Lancashire Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill 
[u.L.]; Llandrindod Wells Urban  Dis- 
trict Council Bill [#.u.]; Formby Town- 
ship Bill [H.u.]; Sheffield University 
Bill [H..]. Returned from the Com- 
mons agreed to, with Amendments. 
The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Asterisk (*) at the 


tn 


Midland Railway Bill; Bootle Cor- 
poration Bill; London Gas Bill; Cale- 
donian Railway Bill ; North British Rail- 
way (General Powers) Bill; Rhondda 
Urban District Council Bill; Rother- 
ham, Maltby, and Laughton Railway 
Bill; Shropshire, Worcestershire, and 
Staffordshire Electric Power Bill ; Wool- 
wich Borough Council Bill; Skegness 
Water Bill; Great Northern, Piccadilly, 
and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill; 

VOL, CL. [FourrH SErtes.] 
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Workington Harbour and Dock Bill | 
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Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill ; 
Dublin United Tramways Bill ; London 
and North Western Railway Bill ; Char- 
ing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Rail- 
way Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo 
Railway Bill; Edgware and Hampstead 
Railway Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments agreed to. 





| Wemyss Tramways Order Confirma- 
|tion Bill [#.1.]. Read 2* (according to 
| order), and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act), 
deemed to have been reported from the 
| Committee ; and Bill to be read 3* on 


| Monday next. 
| \ 





| Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
'(No. 5) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported with- 
;out Amendment. Standing Committee 

negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on 
| Monday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
|(No. 12) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
| visional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill. Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 


| 3* on Monday next. 
| ) 
| 





| 
| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Suggestions for the consideration of 
teachers and others concerned in the 
work of public elementary schools, 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 452. Gambia (Report for 1904). 


TRADE REPORTS: 
No. 5463. Netherlands (Dutch Guiana) 
No, 5464. Siam (Chiengmai). 

No. 3465. Chile. 


ANNUAL SERIES. 


ARMY. 


1. Abstract of recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on the care and _ treat- 
ment of the sick and wounded during the 


2B 
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South African Campaign, together with 
the action taken. 
2. Sum of money granted as com- 


pensation to the son of an officer killed 
at the battle of Abu Klea. 





MERCHANT SHIPPING (LOSS OF LIFE). 
Return showing the lives lost by wreck, 
drowning, or other accident in British 
seagoing merchant ships registered in the | 
United Kingdom, during the years 1891 | 
to 1904, inclusive (in continuation of | 


Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 2232]). | 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rules of the Supreme Court (July) | 
1905. Laid before the House (pursuant | 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


‘law as they found it. 


AGRICULTURAL PROSPECTS IN 
INDIA. 


In reply to Lord Sanpuurst, 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Marquess 
of Baru) said: The latest information 
we have with regard to agricultural 
prospects in India is contained in the 
following telegram— 

‘* Monsoon commenced late, but recent rain 
generally sufficient and well distributed. Pro- 
spects favourable in Eastern, Central, and 
Northern India, and fair elsewhere, except in 
part of Madras, South Bombay, and North 
Rajputana, where rainfall deficient still. Grain 
stocks sufficient everywhere and prices gener- 
ally about normal. Total number now on relief : 
1,500 in Bombay, and on test works 2,100 in 
Bombay and Merwara. There is at present 
no cause for anxiety.” 





—— -—. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894 (LOCAL 
MARINE BOARDS... 

Lorp MUSKERRY rose to draw 
the attention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to the fact that at many important 
shipping centres no local marine boards 
exist, and to move to resolve, ‘‘ That, in 
the opinion of this House, the Board of 
Trade should, without delay, appoint 
local marine boards at these ports in 
accordance with Section 244 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and that 
steps should be taken to secure the due 
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representation of captains and engineers 
upon both existing and future local 
marine boards.” Also to ask His Ma- 
jesty’s Government whether the Board of 
Trade have appointed as their nominees 
upon such boards trade union officials, 
including some who have been convicted 
of infractions of the Merchant Shipping 
Act and of other offences; and, if so, 
whether the Board of Trade will consider 
the propriety of cancelling such nomina- 
tions and substituting therefor the 


| nominations of captains and engineers. 


The noble Lord said: My Lords, the 
President of the Board of Trade, in 
answer to a deputation which recently 
waited upon him at Bristol on the subject 
of the granting of certificates to alien 
pilots, said that the Board of Trade 
had no option but to administer the 
That has been 
the refrain of many replies to many such 


| deputations by many previous Presidents. 
The object of the Motion which I have 
the honour to submit to your Lordships’ 


notice to-day is to urge the Board of 
Trade to give effect, in the case of local 
marine boards, to its own oft-repeated 
dictum. 


In order that your Lordships may 
understand the importance of the ques- 
tion and its bearing upon the well-being 
of the mercantile marine, I will ask you 
to bear with me while I refer briefly to 
the origin, purpose, and constitution of 
local marine Boards. Local marine 
boards are provided for by the Act of 
1894, but for their origin we have to go 
back to the year 1850. The Act of 
Parliament by which they were consti- 
tuted was designed to achieve three 
great objects, and I cannot do better 
than quote to your Lordships an ex- 
tract from a speech made by the then 
President of the Board of Trade in 
another place in introducing the Bill 
which afterwards became law, because 
every word has an intimate bearing 
upon the subject of this Motion. The 
President said— 

“One of its principal provisions was that 
which would establish a system of compulsory 
examination of masters and mates in the mer- 
chant service, and would provide that which 
he held to be an object of the greatest import- 
ance, the power of cashiering a master or mate 
for incapacity or delinquency proved before a 
competent tribunal. That was the first great 
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principle embodied in the Bill. The second 
was that which would put a stop to that system 
of ‘crimpage’ which brutified and oppressed 
the seafaring population of this country, and 
which did not prevail in a similar degree in any 
other country inthe world. Withaviewto put 
a stop to that system the Bill would provide for 
the establishment of responsible public officers 
who would undertake the duty of engaging 
crews and of dismissing crews on the return of a 
vessel from its voyage. That was the second 
great object of the Bill. The third was to be 
found in those provisions which were directed 
to the important purposes of improving the 
discipline of our merchant navy, of putting a 
stop to that desertion which prevailed to so 
great an extent in the merchant service, and of 
tightening the reins of discipline, which he held 
to he an object not less important for the welfare 
of the sailor than for the protection of the rights 
of the shipowner. Those were the great objects 
of the Bill, and he asserted, without fear of 
contradiction, that the great body of shipping 
interest not only approved of those objects, but 
believed that the proposed mode of carrying 
them into effect would be unobjectionable.” 


Proceeding to deal with the machinery 
for giving effect to the provisions of the 
Bill the President said— 

“He found that the 


principal objection 


entertained to the measure, and especially in 


the great outports, was that it would enforce a 
system of excessive centralisation, and would 
bring the shipping interest too much under 
the control of the Board of Trade sitting in 
London. Now he had felt that to be a question 
of great difficulty. He had no abstract rever- 
ence for a system of centralisation upon that 
or any other subject; on the contrary, he was 
anxious to avoid it as much as possible; and 
still less was he anxious for the patronage 
which the Bill would vest in the Board of Trade. 
He believed the shipping masters would havea 
most difficult duty to discharge ; and he should 
be most happy to get rid of the appointment of 
those officers if he thought he could do so 
without leaving local bodies destitute of any 
proper check, and without allowing them to 
become centres of abuse and agitation. He 
thought that after a good deal of discussion 
with parties interested in the matter he had 
fallen on a plan which would prevent any 
system of centralisation, and would at the same 
time ensure an effectual check against local 
abuses. He proposed to institute local marine 
boards in all ports having more than 30,000 
tons of shipping engaged in the foreign trade ; 
and he further proposed. that each of those 
local boards should be composed of twelve mem- 
bers, six of whom should be elected by the ship- 
owners of the port . . . four out of the resident 
shipowners of the port to be nominated by the 
Board of Trade, together with the mayor, or 
provost, as the case might be, and the stipendiary 
magistrate, to make up the board of twelve. 
He proposed that those local boards should 
carry on a good deal of the business and regulate 
any of the appointments which had _ before 
been entrusted to the Board of Trade. He pro- 


posed that those boards should have a concurrent | 
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power with the Board of Trade of appointing 
examiners, while the Board of Trade should 
have the right of fixing the plan of examination, 
and of assisting by its officers at the examina- 
tions. The next point to which he should 
advert was the appointment of shipping officers. 
He believed there would be no danger in allowing 
the local boards to nominate shipping officers, 
and in making the necessary arrangements for 
the establishment of shipping offices. It had 
been represented to him, and with great force, 
as he thought, that those officers would be placed 
in a very difficult and embarrassing position 
unless they could preserve the most cordial 
good understanding with the shipowners. He 
would, therefore, give the local boards the power 
of nominating the shipping officers; but he 
would take the precaution against any abuse of 
that concession by requiring that no salary 
could be given to those officers without the 
express sanction of the Board of Trade, which 
would be responsible for the expense of that 
portion of the proposed system. He would 
also give the local boards a concurrent power 
with the Board of Trade of instituting investiga- 
tions into the conduct of all masters of ships 
against whom there was primd facie evidenc 

that they had abused their powers.” 

These proposals became law in the Act 
of 13 and 14 Vic., ¢. 23, and local marine 
boards were appointed on the basis 
therein defined. As vour Lordships are 
aware, mercantile marine legislation was 
afterwards consolidated in the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1854, and later vy the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. Both 
these Acts provide for the continuance 
of existing local marine boards, and 
the appointment of others by the Board 
of Trade. These Acts do not contain 
a word which implies an alteration in 
the status of ports which are to be pro- 
vided with local marine boards.  Sec- 
tion 244 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, provides that— 

‘* There shall be local marine boards for carry- 
ing into effect this Act under the superintendence 
of the Board of Trade at those ports of the 
United Kingdom at which local marine boards 
are now established, and at such other ports 
as the Board of Trade appoint for the purpose.” 


The obvious intention of Parliament 
was to allow sufficient elasticity in the 
law to enable the Board of Trade to meet 
the growing needs of the shipping com- 
munity arising from the development 
and progress of the industry at various 
ports by appointing local marine boards 
as these ports should attain dimensions 
equal to those at which such boards 
were already in existence. 

Now I submit to your Lordships that 
the Board of Trade have lamentably 

2B2 
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failed to give effect to the plain intention 
of the Act. At present there are in exis- 
tence seventeen local marine boards, 
the most recently appointed being that 
at Cardiff in 1893. Since then not a 


Merchant Shipping 
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‘with a tonnage entered and cleared of 


single further board has been appointed | 


by the Board of Trade. But, my Lords, 
if the Board of Trade has stoed still, the 
shipping industry of this country has 
continued to progress. The qualification 
for the institution of a local marine 
board was the registration of 30,000 
tons of foreign-going tonnage at the port 
to which the board is attached. This 
qualification is represented to-day by 
the entrance and clearance of 200,000 
tons of British foreign-going tonnage, 
that is to say, that 200,000 tons stand 
in the same relation to our tonnage to- 
day as 30,000 did to the tonnage of 1850, 
Taking, therefore, the basis of 200,000 
tons as a proper one to be at present 
adopted by the Board of Trade, if effect 
is consistently to be given to the desires 
of the Legislature, we find that no less 
than sixteen ports are unprovided with 
local marine boards which on that basis 
are entitled to such institutions. 
in some of these ports, such as Harwich, 
the tonnage entered and cleared may 
be swelled by the cross-Channel vessels 
which trade to these ports, but do not 
appreciably increase the volume of mer- 
cantile marine work, it cannot be denied 
that many other ports, both on the basis 
of tonnage and on the basis of seamen 
engaged and discharged, have long 
passed the stage when they should have 
been provided with the proper machinery 
designed by Parliament for the admin- 
istration of the Merchant Shipping Act. 


Let me draw your Lordships’ attention 
to some of the more striking anomalies of 
the present position. It would be ridiculous 
to assume that Parliament intended that 
the Merchant Shipping Act should be 
carried out by local marine boards at 
certain ports, and that at other ports 
of equal or greater importance it should 
be carried out directly by the Board 
ot Trade. Yet that how matters 
stand to-day. For example, Aberdeen, 
with a tonnage of 100,849 tons entered 
and cleared, and no record of the num- 
ber of men shipped annually, presumably 
because it is so small, is provided with 
a local marine board. Southampton, 


is 


Lord Muskerry. 


While | 


‘ 
' 


2,308,069 tons, and 24,188 men shipped, 
has no such institution, the Board of 
Trade having thrown cold water on a 
proposal for the establishment of a 
board which emanated from the local 
chamber of commerce. Plymouth, 
with a tonnage entered and cleared of 
251,006 tons, and no record of 
shipped, possesses a board; Swansea, 
with a tonnage of 1,524,852 tons 
entered and cleared, and 6,465 men 
shipped, has none. The mercantile 
marine business of Greenock, with 4 
tonnage of 150,211 tons entered and 
cleared, and no record of men shipped, 
under the supervision of a local 
marine board; the same business at 
Newport, with 1,596,551 tons entered 
and cleared, and 9,514 men_ shipped, 
is under the direct supervision of the 
Board ot Trade, notwithstanding a 
resolution of the local chamber of 
commerce requesting the appointment 
of a board. At Dublin, where the 
tonnage entered and cleared is 361,808 
tons, and the number of men shipped 
is 1,561, there is a local marine board; 
at Middlesbrough, where the tonnage 
entered and cleared 748,569 tons, 
and the number of men shipped 2,261, 
there none. Sunderland, with 
756,378 tons entered and cleared, and 
4,648 men shipped, rejoices in a local 
marine board ; Manchester, with 1,483,799 
tons entered and cleared, and presumably 
a much larger number of men shipped, 
laments the absence of such an institu- 
tion. 


men 


IS 


is 


is 


Again, I submit to your Lordships 
that it was never the intention of Parlia- 
ment that such an anomalous and con- 
fused state of affairs as this should be 
allowed to arise, and that Section 244 
of the Merchant Shipping Act was 
intended to be administered rationally 
and not simply at the caprice of the 
Board of Trade officials. As to the 
desire on the part of shipowners and 
shipmasters for local marine boards, 
there can be no question. At the last 
annual meeting of the Chamber ot 
Shipping of the United Kingdom a 
resolution was unanimously _ passed 
urging the President of the Board of 
Trade to give the matter his immediate 
attention. The Executive Council of 
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the Shipping Federation, which repre- 
sents approximately nine-tenths of the 
foreign-going vessels of our mercantile 
marine, and whose function is_princi- 
pally to deal with the personnel of the 
service, are also unanimously in favour 
of the appointment of further boards. 
The Merchant Service Guild, represent- 
ing over 12,000 captains and officers, 
is of the same opinion. What excuse 
has the Board of Trade to offer for 
neglecting the duty imposed upon it 
by statute and for flouting the wishes 
of these great and _ representative 
bodies ? It cannot be on the ground 
of expense, because the cost of a local 
mirine board is but little more than 
the price of the stationery and the 
secretary's salary, say £50 a year, the 
board having power to arrange that 
one examiner shall act jointly for 
various ports, 


That these boards are necessary and 
valuable institutions cannot be denied. 
The shipping industry is of a most com- 
plex and varied character in all its 
details. None other is subject in the 
same degree to State regulation, and 
regarding it, as I do, as the paramount 
national industry of this country, I 
should be the last to say it should be 
otherwise. On the the other hand, there 
is no trade which is less understood by 
those who are without practical experi- 
ence than the shipping trade, and in 
none consequently is it of more import- 
ance that the control of the State should 
be of a judicious and elastic character, if 
it is not to be fraught with disastrous 
results. This was recognised by the 
Legislature when it provided that its 
intervention in what I may term the 
domestic relations between shipowners 
and their crews should be made through 
the medium of shipowners themselves 
as represented upon these boards. As I 
have already pointed out to your Lord- 
ships, it was considered to be in the 
luiterests of the seaman, in order to save 
him from the crimps and other harpies by 
whom he is regarded as legitimate prey, 
that the whole of the formalities in con- 
nection with his engagement and dis- 
charge should take place in the presence 
ot State officials. It was wisely  re- 
cognised that this method of State 
regulation might take the form of in- 
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tolerable interference unless _ it 
sympathetically administered: 


were 


It is difficult for an employer of shore 
labour to realise the extent to which 
that interference is carried. It is open to 
any of your Lordships to engage a 
servant by the day, week, month, or 
vear without reference to any Depart- 
ment of State. But the Cunard Company 
cannot carry a seaman on a five days 
trip across the Atlantic without a solemn 
contract entered into before a mercantile 
marine superintendent, hedged with 
formalities and restrictions of every kind. 
Whatever there may have been to be 
said for such procedure in the days of 
sailing ships, when voyages lasted for 
ye rs which now occupy weeks only, 
there can be no doubt that it is rapidly 
becoming archaic and oppressive. It is 


_ therefore doubly important to shipowners 


that their legal rights to representative 
control of these details of their business 
should not be filched from them. Can 
any one doubt that a local marine 
board composed of the six leading ship- 
owners of a port, of four captains and 
engineers, and of the mayor and stipen- 
diary magistrate of the port, is likely to 
act otherwise than in the most upright 
manner ? My Lords, I have not hesitated, 
in season and out of season, to denounce 
what I consider to be evils in the conduct 
of the shipping business of this country, 
but I have never formed so low an 
estimate of the character of shipowners 
as the Marine Department of the Board of 
Trade, who are apparently atraid to 
confide to them the administration under 
the Board’s own superintendence, and 
in conjunction with the Board’s own 
nominees, of those statutory provisions 
which it was always intended should be 
so administered. 


As one illustration out of many of the 
evils which arise from the absence of 
expert local supervision of mercantile 
marine business, and of the utter in- 
capacity of a Government Department 
to appreciate the practical issues between 
shipowners and seaman and the difficulties 
of maintaining discipline at sea. I will 
refer your Lordships to the case of the 
port of Middlesbrough—that port which 
has recently been refused a local marine 
board by the Board of Trade in spite ofa 
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memorial praying for the establishment ' 


of such a board, unanimously signed by 
the shipowners resident in the port, by 
the owners of vessels trading to the port, 
by the masters of such vessels, and by the 
great societies of shipowners, shipmasters, 
and officers to which I have previously 
referred. In the absence of a_ local 
marine board it has devolved upon the 
Board of Trade to perform the functions 
which, under the Act of Parliament, 
should have been undertaken by a_ local 
marine board. 


Let me mention some of these functions 
to your Lordships, and then let us see 
how they have been carried out by the 
Board of Trade. ‘hese functions are to 
be found enumerated in Sections 244-5-6 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. 
One of the duties of the local marine 
board is to appoint and remove the 
necessary mercantile marine officers, 
whose business it is to superintend the 
engagement and discharge of seamen. 
The post of mercantile marine superin- 
tendent is, I need hardly say, one in- 
volving an intimate knowledge of the 
mercantile marine, and especially of the 
practical and everyday relations between 
shipmasters and their crews. How was 
the appointment of superintendent of 
mercantile marine filled up by the Board 
of Trade at Middlesbrough ? Did they 
appoint a shipmaster of experience and 
sound attainments, a man whose practical 
knowledge of the service would be help- 
ful and valuable in every way in con- 
nection with the duties of his post? Or 
did they promote some official who, 
although without sea experience, had by 
virtue of long service in a subordinate 
capacity gained such a knowledge as 
would fit him for the position? No, my 
Lords, the Board of Trade were not 
trammelled by any such considerations. 
The gentleman they saw fit to appoint to 
the important and responsible position 
of mercantile marine superintendent 
was a chemist—a laboratory chemist, 
and although at the time a Question was 
put to the then President of the Board of 
Trade on the subject in another place, 
on behalf of the shipping interest, and 
although I myself drew the attention of 
your Lordships’ House to it, the appoint- 
ment was persisted in by the Board of 
Trade. ‘ 


Lord Muskerry 
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I ask your Lordships is it conceivable 
that any local marine board, with an 
adequate representation of shipowners 
and shipmasters upon it, would have 
made such an appointment as that? I 
have not a word to say against the gentle- 
man personally. For aught I know he 
may be imbued with a strong sense of 
duty, and in course of time he may even 
make an excellent superintendent of 
mercantile marine ; but, my Lords, he 
is getting his education at the expense 
of the best interests of the merchant 
service. For what are the results that 
one would expect to flow from such an 
appointment ? They are the results 
which are almost inevitable where a chief 
official has to rely entirely upon his sub- 
ordinate for the practical knowledge oi 
the business of which he is in charge, and 
where, in addition, those subordinates are 
men who, however well qualified they may 
be for an inferior position, have neithe: 
the capacity nor the character to fit them 
to deal with the higher and more re- 
sponsible duties of their profession. 


In the case of the port of Middles- 
brough, it was tbe expected which 
happened. Very numerous complaints 
have been made by captains concerning 
the manner in which mercantile marine 
business is transacted at this port. Some 
of these masters were members of the 
Merchant Service Guild and complained 
bitterly to that body. Others complained 
to their owners, who in turn passed on 
their complaints to the Shipping Federa- 
tion by whom they were laid before the 
Board of Trade. These complaints, 
which have been submitted to me by the 
guild, were to the effect that the ship- 
masters in question had received degrad- 
ing treatment at the hands of the mer- 
cantile marine officials in the presence 0! 
their crews. The reading of the article 
of agreement was accompanied by 2 
running commentary by these officials, 
which I can describe as nothing less than 
an incitement to the men to insubordina- 
tion. The men were advised to take no 
notice of certain clauses in their agree- 
ments, to see that they were not tricked 
in connection with the scale of provisions 
by the substitution of margarine for 
butter, and so forth. These remarks 
were made to the seamen in the presence 
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of their captains, and were sometimes re- 
ceived with applause by the men. My 
Lords, I do not envy the lot of the ship- 
master who is called upon to command 
a British crew after such a preparation 
for the voyage as this. 


In one case, that of the steamer ‘‘ Dews- 
land,” a seaman was so wrought upon by 
the admonitions of the mercantile marine 
officials that, after the signing of the 
articles, he returned to the vessel, and 
striking the master in the face declared 
he would not proceed to sea inher. The 
master of the “‘ Harbyn”’ writes as fol- 
lows— 

“On paying off at Middlesbrough, on the 
29th of January last, I was treated by the 


shipping master inascandalous manner. There 


were two men [ gave a passage home to from 
Bilbao to Middlesborough. 1 was in error in 
not reporting these men immediately as aliens ; 
IT was and had been ill at the time, and that is 
how this error was made. Well, some of my 
crew were not what I would have liked them 
to be, and I gave them “ Good” instead of 
* Very good ” discharges ; the men complained 
and the shipping master dictated to me in a 
very improper manner. The men _ informed 
the shipping master [ had brought two foreigners 
into the country, and that [ had passed a ship 
in distress in the Bay of Biscay and would not 
stop to attend to her. The shipping master, 
Mr. Hart, took up this question and carried on 
very much, bullying me before the men like a 
pickpocket, which was too much for me to 
stand, with the result that I retaliated, so what 
was actually said I cannot say, but he was 
most insulting to me. We did pass a vessel in 
the Bay of Biscay stopped under ordinary 
conditions which often happens at sea, but 
she had not any lights asking for assistance, 
but only showed the usual regulation lights, 
masthead and side lights. I threatened at the 
tine to write .o the superintendent of the 


Board of Trade but did not, as I was too busy. , 


{ may add that I shipped these men whom I 
brought from Bilbao, so that they were not 
left in this country. My chief mate, who was 
present at the time, confirms this statement, 
and appends his name thereto.” 

Do your Lordships suppose for a moment 
that if a local marine board had _ been 
in existence such a state of affairs as is 
represented by these complaints would 
not have been instantly nipped in the 
bud ¢ The shipowners and shipmasters 
requested the appointment of a local 
marine board at Middlesbrough and an 
inquiry into the conduct of the officials, 
the latter request being, after considerable 
delay, granted by the Board of Trade. 
To their surprise when the inquiry was 
opened at Middlesbrough they found 
themselves confronted by the secretary 
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‘of a so-called Seamen’s Union—which is 


unknown to the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies—who had been invited to take 
part in the inquiry by the Board of Trade, 
apparently for no other purpose than to 
heckle the witnesses with impudent 
questioning. As if this gratuitous insult 
were not sufficient, the shipowners who 
had stipulated for, and been promised, 
legal representation at the inquiry, were 
informed that the charges against the 
officials would be heard in camera. 


My Lords, I do not know of what sort 
of stuff shipowners are made which 
enables them to acquiesce in this sort 
of treatment without protest to His 
Majesty’s Government. As it was, those 
present took the only step compatible 
with dignity or even decency, and with- 
drew from the so-called inquiry, leaving 
it to be finished by the Board of Trade 
and its trade-union advisers. I have 
referred to this so-called inquiry for the 
purpose of showing the utter inability of 
the Marine Department of the Board 
of Trade to appreciate the very real 
difficulties which exist between masters 
and crews. I would draw your Lord- 
ships’ attention to a passage in the inquiry 
in connection with the examination 
of Captain Green, a member of the 
Merchant Service Guild, who had travelled 
from Genoa for the purpose of giving his 
evidence. I take the passage verbatim 
from the shorthand note of the pro- 
ceedings which has been supplied to me 
by the Merchant Service Guild. The 
president of the committee of inquiry, 
addressing the secretary of the Seamen’s 
Union referred to, upon whom he (the 
president)—and the president, I may 


| mention, was the Professional Adviser 


of the Board of Trade—appeared prin- 
cipally to lean for advice in the conduct 
of the proceedings, said— 

“The personal matters are the matters 
which can only be spoken to by the persons 
concerned. What I am talking about are the 
trivial charges such as that when a man read 
out from the scales of provisions, he paused at 
the word ‘ butter,’ and said, ‘ Take care to get 
butter, men, and not margarine.’ That is a 
charge which I do not think you, or anyone else, 
would be interested in sifting.” 


My Lords, more complete incapacity 
to grasp the delicacy of the relations 
between shipmasters and their crews it 
would be hard to imagine. On the one 
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hand, you have a captain who, with two | fined for persuading seamen to desert 


or three mates, is responsible for the 
control ot his crew. On the other hand, 
you have the crew, a body of men in- 


flamed with the teachings of agitators, | 


taught to take advantage of every loop- 
hole for indiscipline. Between the two 
is the Government official, who by manner, 
word, and deed, is inciting those men to 
discontent. Your Lordships do not need 
to be informed how quickly the seeds of 
discontent when sown in such _ soil 
germinate and blossom into insubordina- 
tion. 


My Lords, I could multiply instances 
in which the interests of the mercantile 
marine are suffering for the want of that 
local and immediate control over their 
own business under the supervision of 
Government which the Legislature wisely 
ordained it was to have in certain matters. 
But I will now pass to another point, 
viz., the character of the representation 
upon the local marine boards so far as 
that representation is in the hands of 
the Board of Trade. As your Lordships 
are aware, the boards consist usually of 
twelve members. Of these, six are 
elected by the shipowners, and naturally 
enough are members of the trade; four 
fall to be nominated by the Board of 
Trade, and the remainder, which may 
be one, two, or three, are the mayor and 
stipendiary magistrate or magistrates 
of the port. It is in respect of the Board 
of Trade nominees that I wish to urge 
upon His Majesty’s Government that full 
representation should be given to captains 
and engineers upon these boards. I 
freely admit that this principle has 


‘from their vessels and has been im- 
| prisoned for riotous assembly, and who, 
| I am informed, abuses his position upon 
the local marine board by using it to 
gain access to the shipping office in 
connection with the soliciting of seamen 
to join his so-called union, and for 
other purposes in connection with that 
organisation. There is a saying, my 
Lords, that— 


** An old poacher makes the best gamekeeper,” 


but I submit that that would be a dan- 
gerous principle for adoption by the 
Government of this country in the 
selection of its nominees tor public 
offices, and that the interests of public 
morality are badly served by such an 
appointment as that to which I have 
drawn your Lordships’ attention, and 
upon which I do not propose to dwell 
at greater length. 


Since first I occupied myself with this 
question I observe that the triennial 
elections of local marine boards have 
taken place, and I have noted with some 
satisfaction that the Board of Trade, in 
deference no doubt to the strong local 
feeling which was evoked by the ap- 
pointment, have refrained from re- 
nominating another trade-union official 
who had also been convicted of the 
offence of persuading seamen to desert. 
I trust we may take this as an earnest 


|of their intention to abandon this per- 


already been partially adopted, and that 


representatives of the cloth are to be 
found among the nominees of the Board 
of Trade upon many local marine boards. 
But I say it should be more widely 


trade-union officials which the Board of 


Trade have seen fit to put upon some of | 
substitution in | 


these boards and the 
their place of captains and engineers. 


Take the local marine board of the | 


port of London. Not one single repre- 
sentative of merchant captains is to 
be found upon that board. Yet one 
of the nominees of the Board of Trade 


is Mr. Joseph H. Wilson, who on more | those 


nicious policy, if only by degrees. On 
the general question of the right of sea- 
men to due representation in any legiti- 
'mate sphere no one feels more strongly 
than I do. Seamen are entitled to 
combine, or, as unfortunately seems 


'to happen in their case, to allow them- 


‘selves to be combined by some mani- 
'pulator, if they choose, but in no sense 
adopted still by the exclusion of the 


'to representation upon local 


can it be said that they have any title 
marine 
boards, which are the tribunals before 
whom their captains and officers are 
brought upon charges of misconduct. 


The British Navy exhibits the highest 
standard of discipline in the world. It 
also offers the finest example of a healthy 
and contented personnel in spite of food 
/and pay which are as a rule inferior to 
obtainable in the mercantile 


than one occasion has been convicted and | marine, though the food in merchant 


Lord Muskerry. 
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ships is too often ruined by bad cooking. | sufficient number of local marine boards. 


I wonder how your Lordships, or the 
Lords of the Admiralty, would receive 
a proposal that the men of that service 
should be represented upon Courts- 
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I might remind the noble Lord that 
at nearly all the most important seaport 
towns in the Kingdom—Belfast, Bristol, 
Cardiff, Dundee, Greenock, Hull, Liver- 


martial sitting in judgment on their | pool, and so on—marine boards exist, 
officers ?- Could any proposal be imagined | and where they do not exist machinery 


more 
of, discipline? Yet the 
is the same in both cases. I, there- 
me in urging His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to increase the number of local 
marine boards till it 


tion upon these boards by purging 
them from those elements which, at 
the best, are ‘“‘ matter in the wrong 
place,’ and, in short, to impress upon 
the Board of Trade the duty of ad- 
ministering the law as it finds it, not 
only in the letter, but honestly in ac- 
cordance with its spirit and the intention 
of the Legislature. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That, in the 
opinion of this House, the Board of 
Trade should, without delay, appoint 
Local Marine Boards at these ports 
in accordance with Section 244 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and that 
steps should be taken to secure the 
due representation of captains and 


engineers upon both existing and future | 


Local Marine Boards.—(Lord Muskerry.) 


i*Tue UNDER - SECRETARY } oF 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MARLBoROUGH) : My Lords, the noble 
Lord who has just spoken has gone 
lato many matters concerning this sub- 
ject. I do not propose to follow him 
in the numerous points he has raised. 


Sufficient for me to say is this, that I 
ieel sure that if the Lord Privy Seal | 
had been here this afternoon he would | 
| sentation almost than their proper share. 
fell from the noble | 

Lord, and I am inclined to think that he | ) : sage 
would have stigmatised many of his | t° ascertain whether trades-union officials 


statements as by no means anita 1 nf tne the: Mean ot Gael 
|t am informed by the board of Lrade 


have taken exception to many of the 
comments which 


as regards their facts. 


What is it that the noble Lord is | 


anxious to have information upon ? 


He told your Lordships that at the im- | 
portant shipping centres there are not a | 


is commensurate | 
with the maritime needs of the country, | 
to strengthen and purify the representas | 


and I will tell 
they are classified. 
them 
officers, twenty-four of whom are re- 
tired master mariners; sixteen are re- 


derogatory to, or subversive | has been set up by means of which the 
: wee - : “ : 2 

principle | duties which would otherwise be admin- 

| istered by local marine boards are carried 


fore, invite your Lordships to join with | out. As at present advised, the Board 


of Trade do not consider it necessary 
to add to the number of local marine 
boards, but applications to that end 
have always received, and will always 
receive, their most careful attention. 


As to the representation of captains 
and engineers upon the boards, I would 


remind the noble Lord that under the Act 


of 1894 six of the members of the local 
marine boards are elected by ship- 
owners and four are appointed by the 
Board of Trade. The Board of Trade 
have always endeavoured in appointing 
these representatives to carry out the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission on Labour, and have appointed 
as tar as possible persons who are not 
interested as shipowners or in ship- 
ping property. The members of local 
marine boards appointed by the Board 
of Trade number sixty-eight in all, 
the noble Lord how 
Twenty-six of 
deck 


are representative of 


presentative of engineers, and eleven 


of seamen; and fifteen other members 
are unclassified, 
appointed before the Report of the 


most of whom were 


Labour Commission. I only mention 


these figures to show that great care 


has been taken that both masters and 
engineers are represented on the local 
marine boards ; indeed, from these figures 
it seems to me they have more repre- 


Finally, the noble Lord was anxious 
had been appointed on these boards. 


that some of the present representatives 
of seamen appointed by the Board of 
Trade have been, or are at the present 
time, trades-union officials; but the 
Board of Trade consider these gentlemen 
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suitable and representative of their class. 
The Board of Trade are not aware that 
any of them have been convicted of any 
offence under the Merchant Shipping 
Act during the period they have served 
in their respective offices. Nor did the 
Board of Trade see any reason at all 
to question these appointments, and 
they are certainly not prepared, as the 
noble Lord would wish, to cancel them in 
order to make way for engineers and 
masters who are already, in the opinion 
of the Board of Trade, more represented 
than probably they are entitled to be. 
I regret that I cannot go more fully 
into the other points which the noble 
Lord raised. 


Lorp MUSKERRY As the noble 
Marquess the President of the Board of 
Trade is unable to be in his place, I ask 
vour Lordships’ permission to withdraw 
the Motion for the present. I shall bring 
it before your Lordships again next 
year. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- | 


drawn. 


ORGANISATION FOR WAR. 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS rose to call 
attention to the Under-Secretary of 
State for War’s answer to direct inquiries 
as to the preparedness of the different 
commands to move to any point on the 


Kast Coast at short notice fully equipped | 


and organised in all respects for war. 
The noble Earl said : Your Lordships 
will recollect that about a fortnight ago 
a Resolution was accepted by His 
Majesty’s Government 


effect of which was that it would be 
unwise and contrary to the interests of 
the Empire to trust only to the Navy for 
our defence, and that it was essential 
that at all times we should be in all 
respects on land so strong that no nation 


would in any form attempt a hostile | 


landing on our shores. 


Soon after that was carried I received 
a letter from a dear old friend of mine, 
a colonel of the Hampshire Horse, who 
forty years ago solved the problem of 
mounted infantry in much too perfect a 
way for the War Office, who allowed 


The Duke of Marlhorough. 
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this force to die out, but now ask us to 
spend £3,000,000 on a new arm for the 
cavalry, when the infantry arm already 
in existence, if carried on the Bower plan, 
would have met all requirements and 
been absolute perfection. He wrote con- 
gratulating me on my success in getting 
this Resolution carried, and added— 


** Be sure and keep the tambourine a-rolling.” 


It was to keep the tambourine a-rolling 
that I asked the noble Earl the other day 
the Question referred to in my notice. 
What is the use of passing such a Resolu- 
tion unless you know whether or not you 
have the means to carry out that Resolu- 
tion? I therefore asked for information 
from the noble Earl ; but how was it met? 
The noble Earl threw the monthly Army 
List atmy head. He told me I should get 
all the information I wanted from that 
| book. I have looked at the Army List. 
It tells you nothing as to your state of 
organisation, as to vour armaments, as 
to vour transport, and all that is necessary 
'to make your different commands a 
fighting unit capable of going anywhere. 
It tells you nothing. The noble Earl 
raised as much official dust as any motor 
ever did on the road—dust to throw in the 
eves of your Lordships and the public as 
to the state of what you call your pre- 
paredness. His Answer took the form 
that it would not only be unwise but 
| wrong on the part of the War Office to let 
your Lordships and the public behind the 
scenes, and to tell the world what the 
secret strategic plans of the War Office 
are. Now I asked for no information 
on that point. I do not care what your 
strategic plans are. I do not want to 
know them. I want to know whether 
you have the means of carrving them out, 
| whether the commands, as vou call them, 
are capable of moving and within what 
time. That is all, and to say that that 
information is a strategic secret is absurd, 
for it is known to every military attach’ 1: 
London; it is known to every man who 
goes about with his eyes open at Alder- 
shot and elsewhere. 





Having been snubbed in this way by 
my noble friend, I thought the best thing 
| to do would be to try and get information 
| for myself, and that I have endeavoured 


todo. I happened by chance to meet an 
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Aldershot friend—a man of some im- 


portance at Aldershot —and I asked 
him— 

“How long would it take you to organise 
in all ways asa fighting unit, ready at “short 
notice to go anywhere ? ” 


He at once said it would take ten days, 
afterwards modifying that by saying it 
would take from seven to tendays. The 
Aldershot command differs from all the 
others, inasmuch as it is composed 
purely ofregulars. There are no Auxiliary 
Forces—no Militia, no Yeomanry, no 
Volunteers. But there are other com- 
mands in which they have these different 
forces, and I asked a brigadier of one of 
these forces how long it would take his 
mixed command to move. He replied, 
“Seven days.” But he made this mis- 
take. He thought I meant his own 
brigade. I said “ No; T mean what you 
call the command, the whole Army 
complete in all its parts.” The reply 
was “IT cannot tell you.” That is the 
information I received. 


I am a kindly disposed person, and 


would rather return good for evil. I 
have therefore endeavoured to get 
information which at any rate your 


Lordships have not got, and I think the 
House will be much interested in some 
of the figures I am going to give you 
as to the preparedness in every way of 


foreign forces. This is an absolutely 
reliable list. Much of it is in print, for 
abroad these strategie secrets which 


my noble friend will not give me are 
in print in many cases that the people 
may know where they are to go to when 
they are wanted. I find that in the 
smallest and poorest of these States— 
Switzerland—they have got 200,000 men 
in the Ist Elite. All these men can 
be ready in trom twenty-four to forty- 
eight hours, completely fitted with 
everything for war, to move in any 
direction they are ordered. There are 
200,000 more in the Landsturm. They 
can be ready in a week as supports, 
complete in armaments, ammunition, 
guns, horses, transports, ambulance, 
commissariat—as fighting units. Italy 
has twelve army corps. The railway 
system is bad for speedy mobilisation, 
but Italy can concentrate the whole of 
the twelve army corps in the Po Valley 
in eight days. 
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Now I come to Germany. The first 
army mobilisation is 1,300,000 men, 


and they are mobilised in seven days, 
the lowest time given for Aldershot, 
where the number of men concerned 
is, as we know, considerably below 
1,500,000. Then behind that force 
there is another million in the Lands- 
turm. Both can be brought in the 
field in this short time complete in all 
things. Lastly, I turn to France, and 
I find that they can put 900,000 men 
in the field in a week, and 1,000,000 in 
the second line in another week. Here too 
is a very remarkable thing which I 
would press on the attention of my 
noble friend, that not only are they 
prepared to have these armies ready 
in the time stated, but for every horse 
serving in the field France and Germany 
could instantly lay their hands on a 
of five horses. These figures 
are very telling and very instructive, 
and I hope the War Office are imitative 
enough to follow so good an example. 
I have here a letter which I have re- 
ceived from a great military instructor, 
Dr. Miller Maguire, who has now a Pro- 
fessor and two Officers from Germany 
attending his lectures. This is what he 
says on the state of our Army— 

“T do not believe you could have our so- 
called commands ready in a month. But in 
point of fact there would be no use in their 
trying to be ready. It would be only readiness 
forruin. There are no guns for either Regulars 
or Auxiliaries, no system of commissariat for 
any mobile Army, no staff, no organised methods 
of any kind, and half of the Regulars are quite 
unfit for even a fortnight’s war in our own 
isles. Much better test and reject one-third of 
these paid men at once, and then worry 
Volunteers next. As against our present so- 
called Army, any army half as good as Napo- 
leon’s at Boulogne in 1804, could, by the 
admission of eight-ninths of our officers, du as 
they pleased in our country.” 


He goes on to say—- 


* Our military force could not be organised 
in a month, and if mobilised one-third of the 
Regulars could not keep the field for even a 
fortnight. Our Army organisation, officers, 
staff, guns, and rifles ‘would be absolutely, and 
relatively to possible rivals, in a worse case than 
Gambetta ’s in 1870-71. We have no Army 
fit to cope with any civilised adversary.” 


Your Lordships heard what Lord 
Roberts had to say in this House the other 
day as to the state of our Army. Lord 
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said— 
‘* It is no use having an Army List; we have 
no Army.” 


You, therefore, have the opinions of | 


these two great generals with reference 
to the present state of our Army. Do not 
forget the condition the Army was in 
which we sent out to South Africa. 
1860 we had the biggest field guns in the 
world, but these big guns became obsolete 
through the improvement of the ordinary 
field gun, and they were never replaced, 
with the result that if it had not been for 
the Navy’s guns we should have been 
driven into the sea in South Africa. 


Lord Roberts is to speak on Tuesday | 


next at a great meeting at the Mansion 
House, and I have received a circular 
letter inviting me to attend, at the 
conclusion of which Lord Roberts says— 

“T propose to deliver a short address in 
turtherance of the remarks made in my speech 
in the House of Lords on July 10th on the 
inadequacy of our present means for the defence 
of the Empire.” 

Nothing is being done that is really 
satisfactory to better this state of things. 
An excellent letter appeared in The 
Times on July 20th last, written by their 
military correspondent, in which he says— 

“It is difficult to credit that Mr. Arnold- 
Forster’s colleagues can feel or express anything 
but formal sympathy with a plan which aims | 
at the conversion of eight good into eight | 
inferior battalions ; which leads nowhere and | 
proves nothing which is not already known; 
which imposes fresh burdens on the taxpayer, | 
and offers results inferior to the system it dis- | 
places, and finally helps to render the provision 
of the necessary drafts impracticable.” 


So much for the Army. I cannot 
understand how my noble friend Lord | 
Lansdowne and the Cabinet allowed the 
present Secretary of State for War to 
play with the Army as if they were 
tin soldiers in a nursery. He tried to) 
do away with the Militia absolutely. | 
We beat him there. This year he has 
tried to alter entirely the terms of ser- | 
vice and to make it compulsory for them 
to serve abroad. But this Bill will not 
pass, 

The Volunteers are a force of English- 
men who prefer serving the King as 
Volunteers at home to taking their | 


‘LORDS} 


In | 


chance of ballot for the Militia, and thes | 


men Mr. Arnold - Forster is having | 
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Wolseley in a letter to me some time ago fence ? No, for foreign service. I read 


that three regiments have declined to be 
examined for foreign service. They are 
quite right. There is no breach of 
discipline in declining to do what you did 
not undertake to do. It seems to me 
it is a great pity that Mr. Arnold-Forster 


| did not stick to what he said at a dinner 


at which I was present at the Royal 
Academy in May, 1904. He told the 
Company— 

“T am attending zealously to the intellectual 
equipment of the British Army.” 

It is to be regretted that he did not 
stick to this and leave their corporeal 
entities alone. It is admitted that you 
have a shortage of 10,000 officers. You 
have on the one hand the suggestion of 
the Duke of Bedford that lords-lieutenant 


-and deputy-lieutenants should become 


recruiting officers. Then Lord Lovatsug- 
gests that the Universities and seats of 
learning should be used as recruiting 
grounds. My noble friend the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs knows perfectly 
well that there is one simple way of deal- 
ing with the whole thing. Our Secretaries 
of State for War break down because 
they attempt to be original and are not 
content with what satisfied the Duke 


/of Wellington and has satisfied this 


country hitherto. At a dinner which I 


attended this summer my host said— 


** Wemyss, will you undertake to be Secretary 
of State for War?” 

I replied— 

“ Certainly, if I am allowed to do what I 
want, and am not expected to be original.” 


It is this attempt at originality that is 
breaking down things. Al] the adminis- 
trators and writers go in for something 
different from that which has existed 
hitherto. The other point on which they 
break down is that of moral courage. This 
Iam sorry to say is not confined to Secre- 
taries of State, but extends to the whole 
Cabinet. If you would enforce the 
existing law which you annually suspend, 
all your difficulties would disappear and 
you would have a cheap Army. 

What would be a perfect state in this 


country ? It would be this, that every 
Englishman, Scotsman, and Irishman 


should be trained as a youth in gymnas- 
tics, drill, and sword-play, which I thank 
my parentsfor having made me go through, 


measured and examined—for home de- | and should be traived to shoot also, and 
The Earl of Wemyss. 
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that process of training should extend 
up to and through the Universities. And, 


as regards the question of shooting, — 


you do not want a large sum of money. 
I tried an interesting experiment as to 
this. At my home in Scotland, where 
there is a Volunteer company and a drill 
hall, I got the drill sergeant to take 
two recruits, neither of whom had ever 
had a gun in his hands. They were 
trained with the Morris tube in the 
drill hall, and when their instruction was 
perfected they were taken to the butts 
to see how they could shoot there. The 
result was that they actually shot better 
than men whose whole training had been 
at the butts. Instruction in rifle shoot- 
ing could be easily and cheaply given at 
Morris tube ranges. I think the matter 
is certainly worthy of consideration. 
Do not imagine that it is a_ bad 
thing for a youth to be drilled. A 
distinguished engineer, Sir Joseph 
Whitworth, many years ago told me 
that it is the best thing possible 
for working men to be drilled. He 
said they learnt to work together, to be 
obedient and orderly, and he added 
that he would give Is. 6d. a week to any 
workman who had been drilled over the 
wages he would give to one who had not 
been drilled. Therefore, nothing can be 
better for the nation than such a systeni 
as I have ventured to describe. 


Nineteen would be the age when in the 
mildest possible form you would apply 
the existing law, which is simply the 
embodiment of the liability of every 
Briton to pay for his privilege of being 
born a Briton by serving his country. 
When a youth reaches nineteen years 
of age I would have him this once— 
though you would, of course, keep the 
power, in case of national emergency, 
of extending the period—run the chance 
of being balloted for the Militia. Can 
anything be simpler than that? Yet 
we hear from the occupants of the two 
Front Benches that the British nation 
will never stand this. How dare you 
libel the nation in that way? Have 
they ever shown that they will not 
stand it? Have you ever asked them ? 
I do not think either Front Bench has. 
Ihave spoken in this sense for forty years, 
and I have never heard, whenever I 
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/have ventured to voice these feelings, 


a single objection raised. 

I tested it in a practical way by sending 
a circular round to all the county and 
town authorities, chairmen of quarter 
sessions, chairmen of county councils, 
mayors, provosts, and others. I put 
two questions to them. The first was, 
“Are you satisfied with the present 
state of things as regards the Army and 
home defence?” Four hundred circulars 
were sent out, and over 200 answers 
were received, and to this question 75 
per cent. of those who replied returned 
the answer “ No.” The second question 


‘ (74 . 
‘was, ‘“ Do you suppose that the nation 


would accept a modified form of com- 
pulsory service for home defence, and 
home defence only?” The replies were 
two to one, “ Yes.” And yet you go 
about libelling the British race and as- 
suming that they have less patriotism 
than the little Jap, our ally, when you 
have never dared, for fear of votes—and 
this is the only thing that rules now-a- 
days—to ask them. And yet what an 
example of the patriotic spirit of our 
nation you had, when, on an appeal from 
the War Minister, General Peel, my 
noble friend Lord Spencer, the then Lord 
Lorne, and so many of your Lordships, 
rushed to arms, and within twelve months 
over 40,000 Volunteers marched past 
their great Queen in Hyde and Holyrood 
Parks. 


And now I venture to think that if the 
Government would have the courage to 
again make +n appeal to the nation, they 
would meet with a like patriotic re- 
sponse, and could apply in the modified 
form I have suggested the existing law 
of ballot for the Militia, and then all diffi- 
culties would vanish and you would 
get, as I have said, a cheap Army, 
for in that case Volunteers would have 
to do as we did. We paid all our own 
expenses when we began. I hold, then, 
that patriotism is not dead, and if the 
Government would only appeal to the 
people they would have such a response 
as [am sure would surprise them. Depend 
upon it, no nation that wishes to 
come here will give you any warning. 
In twenty-four hours, if your Fleet does 


/not prevent them, they will have landed 


on our shores, at any rate for a‘raid. 
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My Lords, let me in conclusion say that 
for home defence no more is needed than 
the application of the modified form of 
compulsory service to which I have re- 
ferred. No more, I say, is needed; to 
do less is treason to the State. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of HatsBury): My Lords, before the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary replies, 
I would like to call vour Lordships’ 
attention to the rules of debate in this | 
House. No one, I think, would desire | 
to interrupt the noble Earl who has just 
spoken. We are all, I am sure, glad to! 
have instruction from him; but I think | 
it is irregular and inconvenient to raise 
the whole question of compulsory service 
and home defence on a Question of this 
kind. The noble Earl’s notice on the 
Paper reads as follows— 





“Fo call attention to the Under-Secretary | 


for War’s answer to direct inquiries as to the 
preparedness of the different commands to move 


to any point on the East Coast, at short notice, | 


fully equipped and organised in all respects for 
” 
war. 


If that sort of Question is allowed to be 
debated in this way, I venture to think 
it will be very difficult to arrange the 
business of the House. 
important Bill waiting to be discussed 
on Second Reading, and I put it to the 


noble Earl who leads the Opposition and | 


to the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House whether in some way or other 


something could not be done in this’ 


matter, 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
the last thing in the world I wish to be is 
disorderly. So great is my desire not to 
be disorderly that instead of speaking 
from the front cross bench I have come 
here close to the Lord Chancellor, so that 
if I am irregular in any matter he can 
call me to order. I certainly did not 
imagine for a moment that I was ex- 
ceeding my legitimate right in saying 
what I believe to be the truth, and in 
stating how, in my opinion, our Army 
can be placed in a better state than it is in 
at the present moment. 


{LORDS} 
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Wemyss is not out of order in having 
made the speech to which we have just 
listened. I think, if we look back, there 
have been some of the longest debates 
in this House on a mere Question. | 
admit the Lord Chancellor is right, that 
sometimes it is not very convenient to 
have a long speech when you are not 
quite prepared for it; but on this oe- 
casion, according to the Orders of the 
House, Questions have precedence of Bills, 
That is sometimes an _ inconvenient 
course. I do not know what other 
Members of the House may think, but ] 
think the difficulty would be got over 
if at this period of the session the Govern- 
ment obtained power to put their Bills 
|down before Questions. I admit the 
| inconvenience sometimes of a debate like 
| this arising on a Question, but I am afraid 
I must differ from the noble and learned 
Karl as to my noble friend being irregular 
in what he has said. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
| of LANSDOWNE) : My Lords, I venture to 
think there is more to be said in defence 
|ot the view expressed by the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack than the 
|noble Earl who has just sat down quite 
realises. There is nothing further from 
our thoughts than to deprive this House 
|of the fullest opportunity of discussing 
any of the important military questions 
to which the noble Earl referred in the 
/course of his lengthy remarks, but the 
notice which he put on the Paper had 
reference to a very different subject. 
It hadreference to a statement, made upon 
a particular point by my noble friend 
| behind me on the occasion of a recent 
| debate in this House, a statement which 
| was concerned with the military arrange- 
/ments designed for the purpose of 
| dealing with sudden raids upon different 
_parts of our coast. The noble Earl 
| was not satisfied with my noble friend’s 
explanation, and had a perfect right to 
/comment upon it to-night: but what 
‘he did in effect do was to discuss at 
great length the question of com- 
| pulsory service, to say nothing of a few 


* | other extraneous matters, such as the 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, with 


regard to the point raised by the noble 
and learned Earl on the Woolsack, my 
impression is that my noble friend Lord 


The Earl ot Wemyss. 


'use of the Morris Tube and the need 
of gymnastic and other physical edu- 
|cation being given to the youth ot 
| this country. I do say, in the first 
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? place, that that is somewhat an abuse | follow the noble Earl as to the 
: of the Rules of this House; but I say | figures he gave, which were based on 
m more than that, that it is scarcely fair| the authority of anonymous corres- 
‘ to those who on behalf of the Govern-| pondents. I have seen the true figures. 
T ment have to reply to the statements | These figures exist, of course, in the 
r made by our critics in this House. It) War Office, and I utterly fail to ap- 
a was absolutely impossible that my noble | preciate the accuracy of the noble Earl’s 
t friend the Under-Secretary should have | figures in view of the facts that have 
“ known that subjects covering such an | been placed before us. I can only repeat 
f immense extent of ground were going | that those who are responsible for these 
to be discussed to-night merely by} matters at the War Office have again to- 
e seeing the notice which my noble friend | day told me that it would not be in the 
~ had put on the Paper. I therefore trust | public interest that these facts, which are 
1 that the appeal of the noble and learned | obviously intimate facts in our scheme 
he Earl on the Woolsack will not be dis- for the defence of this country, should 
“ regarded, and that we shall at any rate | be published, and I hope your Lordships 
ls com: to an understanding amongst | will not press for this information. 

« ourselves as to the rules, whether | 

a. written or unwritten, by which our | naan 

7 debates are governed. ; Pe ne ee 

rr | WAR CORRESPONDENCE. 

*Tue UNDER - SECRETARY oF | *Lorp ELLENBOROUGH rose to call 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Doy- | attention to the fact that, on the 3rd of 
ovenMmorE): My Lords, the noble Earl | March last, Lord Selborne whilst First 

R at the commencement of his speech | Lord of the Admiralty expressed the 

58 said that inthe debate on July 17th | | following opinion as regards the dis- 

to administered to him a snub. I ab-| Semination of news in war time— 

0@ solutely repudiate that suggestion. . * The position of the law as it at present 

a | stands is one with which no body of public men 

d | of this country can be contert ;” 

le *Tue Ear or WEMYSS: It did not | ; 

te hurt me. and toask the present First Lord of the 

m | Admiralty if during the recess it is 

se i : ; sperms} ,. ,{imtended to publish a Blue-book con- 

Ig “tke ‘EaRL ne DONOUGHMORE: I | taining documents which would have the 

ns am very glad to hear it. The statement | effect of preparing the public mind for 

he I made we your Lordships —_ that i legislation in 1906; and whether some of 
he ee the public Interest lor the his naval advisers are not of opinion that 

id details of our mobilisation arrangements | such laws, ‘f well considered and drawn 

t. to be made public; that is to say, it | up so as not to interfere with full freedom 

yn was not in the public interest el state, | of criticism, would do more to strengthen 

id to use the words of the noble Earl in| (yy maritime position than the addition 

nt his question, how long it would take any of some millions to the Naval Estimates. 

h particular unit to reach the East Coast. | 

[ mad» that statement fully under-| The noble Lord said: My Lords, 

_ standing the responsibility. I had been | After the discussion that has just taken 

Ht advised _by those responsible at the | place I am sure that your Lordships will 

a War Office that it would not be advis-| be glad to hear that my speech will 

’« able in the public interest that this|not take more than four minutes. 

to information should be given. The noble | After what Lord Selborne had said in 

at Earl said I gave that Answer with the | this House on the 3rd of March when 
at object of throwing dust in your Lord- | replying to a Question that I had asked 
ms ships eyes. I absolutely deny that, | him, I had fully expected the Admiralty 

a and [| claim that we have the right to | to take some steps towards enabling the 

, state definitely that in our judgment | public to study the questions connected 

a a certain thing is not in the public | with dissemination of news in war time. 

i interest to be published, and we have | Though I have no doubt that the Ad- 

a a right to be believed when we make | miralty and the Naval Intelligence De- 

me that statement. I do not wish to| partment have given much thought to 
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this subject, still it is not in their power 
to solve these problems unaided. If | 
that had been the case I should have | 
refrained from asking this Question. But 
the Admiralty have only power to make 
regulations, and this is a case in which | 
the laws of the country require to be | 
changed. This cannot be effected with- | 
out the assistance of the Press and the | 
public. | 


{LORDS} 
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the first place, we have too many news- 
papers; and, in the second place, nearly 
all the soldiers and sailors fit to act as 


/censors would be required for active 


service. ‘lo prevent misapprehension [ 
shall conclude by saying that I have no 


| wish to see any interference with full 


freedom of criticism of the conduct of 
individuals, or of past events, provided 


that by so doing no information is given 


that might be of use to an enemy. The 


Nearly five months have now elapsed | 
since Lord Se]borne spoke. Whatever | 
may have been done by the Admiralty, 
in the interval, there is as yet no outward 
and visible sign of progress. It is, of 
course, too late to expect that anything 
can be done this session, but I hope that 
in February the matter will be found | 
ripe for legislation. Whatever Govern- 
ment may be in office, some measure 
should be brought forward in 1906, as 
this ought not to be looked upon as a 
Party question, or as one that can be 
indefinitely postponed. It is the unani- 
mous opinion of all the naval officers 
whom I have consulted that if we found 
ourselves at war before such a Bill is 
passed we should be placed at a serious 
disadvantage; a disadvantage whose | 
equivalent it would be difficult to estimate | 
in millions of money. If the dealer at 
bridge had to place his cards on the table 
as wellas dummy’s, the odds in his favour 
would be greatly diminished. 


The idea of the necessity of secrecy is 
not a new one in naval strategy. In 
October, 1745, Admiral Vernon, the 
hero of Portobello, wrote to the Ad- 
miralty— 


“When an enemy does not know where you are 
he is under apprehension of you everywhere.” | 


Many of our leading journals are quite | 
prepared to support a reasonable Bill. | 
As for those who may gppose it for the. 
sake of what they may*consider to be | 
their pecuniary interests, I can only tell 
them that if they are successful the 
profits arising from that success will be 
very small, as it is perfectly certain that 
some measure effecting telegrams and | 
war news would be passed before war | 
had lasted a month, though possibly too | 
late to save us from the loss of the initia- | 
tive and a consequential disaster. I 
doubt if any form of censorship previous 
to publication would be of any use. In | 

Lord Ellenborough, 


| intelligence. 


new legislation should lie dormant until 
we are in imminent danger of war. [ 
beg to ask the Questions standing in my 
name. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of LINLITHGOW): My 
Lords, the First Lord of the Admiralty has 
desired me to express his regret that he 


'is prevented from being in his place to 


reply to the Question of the noble Lord. 


| The noble Lord has alluded to the danger 


arising from the indiscriminate publica- 


| tion of news in time of crisis or actual 


hostilities. The view expressed by Lord 
Selborne in the speech quoted by my 


| noble friend has the full adherence of His 
| Majesty’s Government. 


It is periectly 
true that the present position of affairs 
in regard to the publication of informa- 
tion which ought in the interests of the 
country to be kept secret is certainly not 


| satisfactory, but, as I am sure the noble 


Lord must realise, it is not an easy matter 
to deal with by legislation. There is no 
reason at all to suppose that the Press 
in this country is unpatriotic or unworthy 
of confidence. But, inspite of an honest 
desire on the part of editors to avoid em- 


_barrassing the public interests, under 
| present conditions the evil to which the 
noble Lord called attention is very often 


the result of a keen competition for 
news and some uncertainty as to the 
measure of secrecy which is necessary in 
regard to particular items of service 
The First Lord hopes to 
have an early opportunity of making 
some private representations in Ie- 
sponsible quarters with a view to arriving 
at an understanding by which the difli- 
culties which surround the problem may 
be removed. If it is found possible to 
atiain the desired end in this way, the 
need for the legislation suggested by the 
noble Lord will be obviated. Ii, how- 


ever, such methods should unfortunately 
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fail, it may well be that legislation in the | Report. It is needless for me to comment 


last resort will in the interests of the 
country become inevitable. 


ALIENS BILI 


, SECOND READING. | 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


LorpD BELPER: My _ Lords, the 
subject with which this Bill deals has 
attracted great attention in the country 
for a considerable number of years. [| 
think it was in the year 1888 that a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons first 
sat to consider the serious increase in the 
number of destitute aliens coming into 
this country, and although their con- 
sideration did not lead them to recom- 
mend any legislation, yet it was clear 
from their Report that they looked for- 
ward to the time when this increase would 
necessitate legislation. To come to a 
later period, in 1896 a measure was men- 
tioned in Her Majesty's Gracious Speech 
from the Throfie, and two years later a 
Bill dealing with the immigration of 
undesirable aliens was brought forward 
aud passed through its different stages 
in this House, but did not proceed 
further. Finally, in 1902, a Royal Com- 
mission, of which my _ noble and 
learned friend Lord James was Chair- 
man, made a full and complete inquiry 
into the whole question. They also 
inquired into the laws which had been 
passed with regard to aliens in other 
countries, and the majority of that Com- 
mission recommended that effective mea- 
sures should be taken to check the whole- 
sale immigration of destitute aliens into 
this country. 


I think, perhaps, I ought to acknow- 
ledge that there were two members of the 
Commission who, although they signed 
the Report, took a somewhat different 
view from that of the majority as to the 
particular proposals which should be 
adopted. They added a Memorandum 
stating their objections to some of 
the proposals made by the majority 


of the Commission. In 1904 a 
Bill was introduced into the other 
House of Parliament to carry out 


the recommendations of the Majority 
VOL. CL. [Fourru Sertes.] 


| House. 


on the fate of that Bill It met with 
almost microscopic criticism, and it 
never reached its later stages in the other 
This session a Bill, the Second 
Reading of which I now move, was in 
troduced, and it has passed through 
the House of Commons. It differs in 
some respects with regard to the machin- 
ery from the Bill of last vear, and I think 
it will be generally admitted that, so far 
as many of the points go, it is an im- 
provement on that Bill. 


Now, my Lords, what is the case for 
the Bil I now ask your Lordships to 
read a time. The facts are 
these. It is acknowledged that a whole- 
sale immigration from the eastern part 
ot Europe has been going on tor some 
time, and is taking place now. Many of 
these immigrants are destitute 
and without any trade which they 
can earn a living. They are of a low 
type of civilisation; lower 


second 


quite 
Tons 
DY 


and they 
the standard of living among our own 
working classes. In the East End of 
London especially and in other crowded 
centres they work for very low wages. 
It is stated in the Report of the Royal 
Commission that there is no great amount 
of disease among these aliens when they 
first come into this country, but it is a 
facut that the insanitary conditions under 
which some of them live have introduced 
new diseases of a very disagreeable 
character. The local government authori- 
ties have had great difficulty with them 
under the existing law. Further than 
this, they have in some parts of London 
displaced the occupants of a large number 
of dwellings, by the fact that landlords 
who are unscrupulous and anxious to 
make as much money as they can out of 
their poor dwellings find that they can 
obtain more by taking foreigners, as a 
very large number are willing to live in 
the same house. 


The statistics with regard to alien 
immigration have been before the coun- 
try for some time, and I am well aware 
that there has been considerable dis- 
cussion with regard to what is the actual 
number of alien immigrants coming into 
this country. I therefore intend to 
avoid such immigration figures as are 


controversial. It is recognised that there 
2C 
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is a very large number of alien immi- 
grants year by year and that a large 
proportion of them go out of the country 
again, some of them immediately and 
some at a later period. There is con- 
siderable difficulty, therefore, in checking 
the number of aliens who remain in this 
country. But there are statistics which 
are conclusive as to the conditions of 
the aliens in this country. To these I 
attach the utmost importance in proving 
the necessity for legislation, They show 
that there has been an enormous in- 
crease in the number of criminal aliens 
convicted in this country. In 1897 
the number was 2,572; three vears 
later it was 3,130; and last year it was 
4.774. Their percentage to the total 
criminal population has risen in the 
same time from 1:12 to 1:7, or half as 
much again. I think this rapid rise 
in the number of criminals of the alien 
class shows, at all events, the necessity 
of some attention being paid to this 
very serious and important point. 


Let me now take the question of 
Poor Law relief. My figures also show 
an increase in the number receiving 
poor relief. In London, in 1902, the 
number was 3,254: and in 1904 it had 
risen to 4,162. Lest it be supposed 
that this is peculiar to London, let me 
add that in some of the chief provincial 
centres from which statistics have been 
collected the number receiving relief was 
1,581 in 1902, and in 1904 it had risen 
to 1.685. With regard to my statement 
that a large number of the poorer classes 
were practically turned out of their 
houses to accommodate newly-arrived 
aliens, I may point out that last year 
in Stepney alone 380 houses were occu- 
pied by aliens, the former occupants 
having been turned out. What is, 
therefore, the present position? The 
increased steamship facilities for coming 
to this country at low fares and the fact 
that nearly every country in Europe, 
and also the United States, have passed 
laws regulating the admission of aliens, 
has made the necessity of some action 
in this country more urgent. 


I find that in 1900 nearly 1,200 
foreigners were rejected by the United 
States and sent back to this country, 
and 1,700 foreigners who had come to 
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United States were refused passages on 
the ground that they would be rejected 
when they were taken there. We had 
information that foreigners who tried 
to go into the United States and failed 
were frequently taken back to Europe 
and then shipped off again to this 
country as the easiest means of getting 
rid of them. I am told that there 
is one special passage broker in Bremen 
who makes a trade of dealing in this 
way with emigrants who have _ been 
refused admission in the United States, 
What is the result? I do not want 
to use what is a fashionable — slang 











this country and tried to go on to the 


Lord Belper, 


expression now and say that this country 
is the dumping ground of the destitute 
and most undesirable aliens, but J 
think I can use a word which is quite 
as expressive and more applicable to 
the occasion. This country is rapidly 
becoming the sink of the most undesir- 
able class of ahens on the Continent. 
They come here because they cannot 
get into any other country, and of those 
who come to this country with the in- 
tention of going on to America it is 
clear that the least desirable ones remain 
here because they know that if they go 
to the United States they will not be 
permitted to land. 


I do not wish to worry your Lordships 
by statistics nor by long argument, but 
I think the necessity is proved for the 
State having some control over alien im- 
migration. If that fact is granted, let me 
say one word now as to the machinery of 
this Bill. The proposals are practically 
divided into two parts. The first part 
deals with the regulation of alien im- 
migrants and takes power of refusing 
them at the port of entry; and the 
second part deals with the exclusion of 
those who are undesirable when they are 
alieady in. With regard to exclusion— 
and this, I take it, is perhaps the most 
contested portion of the Bill, for there 
has been more general assent given to 
the power of refusing admission to aliens 
than to their exclusion—let me explain 
the machinery of the Bill. The Bill 
proposes that aliens should only be 
excluded who come into particular ports. 
It has been shown that out of about 
207, 000 aliens who came into this country 
in 1904, 201,000 came in at eight particu- 
lar ports. 


It is proposed, therefore, to 
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deal with the ports at which aliens are 
principally introduced, and that at 
those ports there should be power of 
inspection of ships bringing in aliens. 

In the Bill inspection is only proposed 
where a ship is bringing in more than 
thirty steerage passengers. The Secre- 
tary of State, however, has taken power 
to alter this number if he thinks it ne- 
cessary. If is obvious that without some 
such power an attempt might be made 
to evade the law by bringing in a smaller 
number than thirty in order to escape 
inspection at the port. To meet this 
the Secretary of State has taken power to 
alter the number if he thinks it neces- 
sary, and to have ships inspected even 
though the steerage passengers might 
not number thirty. The inspection will 
be carried on by an immigration officer 
and a medical inspector on ship-board or 
on shore, whichever is most suitable, and 
if any alien objects to the decision given, 
there will be power of appeal to an 
immigration board, who will decide 
whether the alien is to be rejected or not. 


The reasons for which immigrants may 
be refused admission into this country 
are contained in Clause 1, Sub-section 5. 
This section provides that an immigrant 
shail be considered an undesirable immi- 
grant if he cannot show that he has in his 
possession, or is in a position to obtain, 
the means of decently supporting himself 
and his dependents, if any; if he is a 
lunatic or an idiot, or owing to any disease 
or infirmity appears likely to become a 
charge upon the rates or otherwise a 
detriment to the public; or if he has 
been sentenced in a foreign country with 
Which there is an extradition treaty for a 
crime not being an offence of a political 
character which is, as respects that 
country, an extradition crime within 
the meaning of the Extradition Act, 1870 ; 
or if an expulsion order under this Bill 
has been made in his case. 
= With regard_to expulsion, an alien in 
this country may be expelled if it is certi- 
fied by a Court that he has been convicted 


of any felony or misdemeanour or other | 
offence for which the Court has power to | 


impose imprisonment without the option 
ot a fine, and if the Court recommend 
hisexpulsion. There are other important 
conditions under which an alien may be 
expelled. He may be expelled if he has 
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within three months from the time at 
which proceedings for the certificate 
are commenced been in receipt of paro- 
chial relief, or been found wandering 
without ostensible means of subsistence, 
or been living under insanitary con- 
ditions due to overcrowding. 


Having explained the provisions of 
the Bill, let me now deal with some of the 
objections that have been raised against 
it. Ido not understand that the Second 
Reading will be opposed in your Lord- 
ships’ House, but I noticed that in the 
other House it was objected to the Bill 
that it made a difference between the very 
poor person and the man who had means. 
That is a perfectly fair criticism, but I do 
not think that any alien would neces- 
sarily be excluded under the Bill because 
he was poor. The fact is, he will have 
to show that he is likely to have the means 
of keeping himself and his family. That 
is a very great distinction, It is notorious 
that the Jews have organisations in this 
country which prevent any Jew coming 
in from becoming a charge on the rates, 
and maintain him until he can find em- 
ployment. Under this Bill there would 
be no chance of a Jew being excluded as 
long as one of those organisations wished 
to find means for him and made it clear 
to the officer at the port of entry that pro- 
vision would be made for keeping him off 
the rates. I do not think it is unreason- 
able that an alien who cannot show that 
he has a prospect of earning his living 
and is likely to become a charge on 
the rates should be debarred from com- 
ing into the country. 


It has been objected in the House of 
Commons that the Bill interferes~ with 
what is called the right of asylum ; but 
I submit that the provisions inserted 
in the House of Commons make it per- 
fectly clear that no man would be ex- 
cluded who was flying from political or 
religious persecution. Then it is argued 
that the effect of the Bill will be very 
small, but that argument coming from 
those who object to the Bill shows that 
there cannot be a very great belief on 
their part that the Bill will do the harm 
they profess to think it will. I believe 
that when it becomes known that regula- 
tions for dealing with undesirable altens 
are in force, a large number will be de- 
terred from coming over. I do not think 
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I need detain your Lordships further. I 
will only say, in conclusion, that in my 
view the Bill attempts to deal fairly and 
morally with the question, and I hope 
vour Lordships will not only give it a 
Second Reading, but will also show by 
your general support your desire to see it 
put upon the Statute-book. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2,” 
—(Lord Belper.) 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I ad- 
mit that on the speech of the noble Lord 
a case has been made out for some legisla- 
tion. The noble Lord said there was a 
wholesale immigration of aliens from the 
castern part of Europe. I cannot help 
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thinking that there has beena considerable | 
amount of exaggeration in that matter, | 


I do not rise for the purpose of opposing 
the Second Reading of the Bill, but for 
the purpose of making a protest in re- 
ference to one or two points. 


Notwith- | 


standing the safeguards that have been | 
introduced, I fear there is considerable | 
danger in the Bill of wrecking that right | 


of asylum, or perhaps I ought to say 
custom of asylum, which has existed for | 


so many years in this country, and under | 


which those who suffer from political or 
religious persecution abroad have always 
found safety in this country. 


T also object to the Bill because I con- 
sider that the evils complained of are 
really much smaller than they are re- 
presented to be. 
of the Bull is to deal with aliens who re- 
main in this country, and the aliens who 
so remain are much fewer than the 
numbers that are often quoted. The 
noble Lord has avoided giving any 
figures with regard to the number of 
aliens who are supposed to settle in this 
country. It may have been wise on 
his part. I quite admit that there is a 
difficulty in arriving at any figures 
which both sides in this controversy 
agree upon. Very large figures were 
given last year in the other House, and 
it was afterwards found that the Secre- 
tary of State had forgotten to substract 


sailors who were enumerated in the 
figures. Many persons who have studied 
the matter put down the number 


of aliens who settle in this country at 
from 7,000 to 8,000 annually. That | 


Lord Belper, 
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may be an under- statement, but I 
believe the figures are taken to a great 
extent from the census and from figures 
that were almitted by the Commission 
over which my noble and learned friend 
Lord James _ presided. 


I would refer for a moment to the sup- 
posed dangers arising in consequence 
of the presence of these aliens. There 
are the criminals. We are all ready to 
declare that we should not object to 
those who are convicted of crime being 
in some cases expelled from this country, 
and in others prevented from entering 
it, if it were worth while to take these 
steps and if the privilege of asylum was 
preserved. The noble Lord quoted 
some figures as to the increase of crime. 
But are the aliens referred to aliens 
who have just arrived, or have numbers 
of them been settled here for some time ? 
The number of Russian Jews convicted 
is very small in comparison with Ger- 
mans, Italians, or French. Therefore, 
those figures do not relate to the case of 
those who are principally affected by 
the Bill—namely, the Russian Jews. 


It is interesting to note that in 1905- 
the number of alien inmates in penal and 


reformatory institutions in the United 


| States who had been convicted of crime 


The principal object | 





was 9,825, whilst the number of persons 
debarred from landing on similar grounds 
in five years only reached a total of 106, 
Therefore, though they did prevent 
during those five years 106 aliens who 
were supposed to be criminals from 
arriving in the country, there were, 
notwithstanding, 9,825 alien inmates 
in penal and reformatory institutions. 
Is that a very satisfactory state of 
things? Hf there are all these con- 
victed aliens in penal and reformatory 
institutions, can it be said that the 
laws of the United States have had 
much effect in diminishing the number 
of criminal aliens in that country / I 
doubt very much whether you would 


be able to largely diminish the 
number of convicted aliens. A great 


many would come into the country and 
remain some time betore becoming 

is . ~ ryt s if 
criminals, The noble Lord gave some 
figures with regard to pauperism; but 
unless an increase in the proportion 
of alien pauperism to the total pauperism 
in each year can be shown, they cannot 
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be regarded as constituting a very 
strong argument. 


Lorp BELPER: Perhaps I ought 
to mention that there might be added 
to the list a very large number if you 
were to include the Jews who are sup- 
ported by the Jewish organisations. 


*E art SPENCER: Figures have been 
given officially with regard to paupers 
which certainly strike me as not proving 
that an enormous number of aliens 
come on the poor rate. On July 17th 
Mr. Gerald Balfour stated in the House 
of Commons that— 

~ The latest figures in my possession as to 
ajien paupers relate to the Ist of July, 1903. 
The ratio of alien paupers to the total number 
of paupers in England and Wales on that date 
was about 0-22 per cent. The total cost of the 
Poor Law relief in the year 1903-4 in round 
numbers was £13,.369,500, and the cost of relief 
to alien paupers calculated on the above ratio, 
would be about £29,000.” 


When we look at these figures and 
compare them with the total, this seems 
to me a very small sum indeed. The 
noble Lord referred to the question of 
health. He said that as a rule the 
health of these immigrants was good, 
but that certain bad diseases had ap- 
peared from time to time and had been 
spread among the population. 


Lorb BELPER: The evidence before 
the Commission was that those who 
examined these aliens did not say that 
there was a very large amount of disease 
them, but there were some 
horrible diseases introduced owing to the 
insanitary conditions under which they 


lived, 


among 


*EarL SPENCER: It they were 
diseased when they arrived no one would 
object to dealing with them; but I have 
seen figures which show that the infant 
mortality in districts where there are 
# large number of aliens is really lower 
than in other districts. In White- 
chapel, with 2411 per centage of 
foreigners to population in 1831, deaths 
of children under one year per 1,000 
births in 1886-90 was 170. Whereas 
in Southwark, with a °7 per centage of 
foreigners to population, the corre- 


sponding deaths of children under ‘one | 
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year per 1,000 was 172. These facts 
strike me as rather disproving the general 
assertion that the immigration of these 
aliens increases ill-health and disease in 
the particular districts to which they 
come. The noble Lord referred to aliens 
as being often the means of displacing 
the present occupiers of houses. But 
how does that arise? It arises through 
their being able to pay more in rent than 
the people in the district, and, therefore, 
they are not very poor. 


Lorp BELPER: They are able to pay 
more because more live in the houses. 
They pay considerably less per head. 


*EarL SPENCER: That may be a 
serious matter, but at the same time 
overcrowding is a thing which ought to 
be dealt with under the present law. 
There is e law to prevent overcrowding 
just as there is to prevent sweating. I 
think these laws ought to be strengthened, 
and that that is the way in which these 
matters should be dealt with. Then we 
hear that the competition in trade is 
very serious, but there are some very 
curious facts with regard to that. [ 
have in my hand an extract showing what 
happened in a particular district through 
a firm—Messrs. Hitchcock, Williams, & 
Co.—transferring their German industry 
to England by employing Jewish labour. 
The following is their account of the 
results achieved— 

**In 1899 we decided to introduce foreign 
Jewish tailors into a new factory that we had 
recently built. Their work has been excellept. 
3ritish material has been used instead of 
German, and a large part of the money sent 
formerly to Berlin has been distributed among 
British manufacturers and in wages. The 
quality of the work has improved year by year, 
and the garments made in our factory are better 
than those previously imported. Other English 
‘firms have followed our lead, and to-day the 
German Press admits the loss of her trade in 
these goods. Our experience shows that these 
foreign Jewish tailors do a class of work which 
our workers cannot undertake with success, and 
that they earr a high rate of pay.” 


In that way trade in this district was 
stimulated by the demand for material, 
and so forth; therefore you cannot say 
that they did harm to the trade of that 
particular district. I admit that oc- 
casionally there have been cases in which 
harm has been done. There is,a trade 
with which I am very familiar, viz., the 
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shoe trade, which I believe the im- 
migration of aliens did hurt to some 
extent. But it must be remembered 
that when that occurred the shoe trade 
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was undergoing almost a complete change. | 


the factory system being in process of 
substitution for that under which the 
workmen did the work at home. I do 
not know. therefore, that that argument 
holds good. 


Then my noble friend referred to 
another argument. for which, I think, 
there is a good deal to be said, namely, 
that the Bill applies to the poor and not 
to the rich. I certainly agree with that. 
We object to the Bill because we believe 
that it will apply almost entirely to 
undesirable aliens who come in as steerage 
passengers, and not to those who may 
travel in first or second-class cabins. I 
do not know what answer there ts to that 
objection, but I certainly think it is one of 
considerable gravity. The test of poverty 
is one of the most difficult to apply. The 
authorities have attempted to apply it in 
America, but it has been almost entirely 
broken down by the devices of those who 
wish to obtain cheap labour. When a 
ship comes in on which it is known there 
are a certain number of poor people. 
agents go down and claim relationship 
with them, or adopt some other device 
of that description, with the result that 
the people get through, and the law is 
entirely evaded. 


I referred just now to the figures given 
by the Local Government Board as to 
the cost of pauper aliens to the rates. 
The amount was £29,000 a year. But 
what will be the cost of maintaining all 
these stations on the coast? It is 
calculated that the stations and the 
necessary machinery for carrying out 
the inspection will cost £24,000 a vear. 
I maintain that this machinery, which 
may break down and affect classes which 
vou do not want to touch at all, is really 
unnecessary to deal with an evil which 
is not so serious as I think the noble 
Lord by his speech would lead the House 
to believe. I know that this con- 
sidered by some people to be a very 
important political operation; it 
believed that there is considerable political 
feeling in certain parts of London, that 
this Bill is introduced to a certain extent 
to satisfy that feeling, and that to prevent | 
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its passing would entail the loss of a great 
many votes at an election. I have a 
great contempt for any operation of that 
sort. If, as the noble Lord tried to make 
out, there is a great necessity for this 
measure, if there is a great need to keep 
out criminals and others, and if it can 
be done with safety, well and good; 
let it be done. But do not let it be done 
merely for a political cry. I not 
think the noble Lord wishes to do it for 
that purpose; I say that at once; but I 
would point out that there was a measure 
of this sort passed some years ago, and 
it is instructive to see what the result of 
that Act has been. The Foreign Prison- 
made Goods Bill was brought in from 
a purely political motive—or, at any rate, 
it certainly appeared to be so—and we 
who opposed the Bill said that the matter 
was of such infinitesimal dimensions that 
the measure ought not to have been 
introduced at all. What has been the 
result of the Act? A few days ago a 
Question was asked in another place to 
the following effect—Whiat is the value of 
the foreign prison-made goods excluded 
up to the latest available date by the 
action of the Foreign Prison-made Goods 
Act ¢ The Secretary to the Treasury 
answered the Question, and what do vou 
think the amount was ? £185 4s. Every- 
body will admit that those figures show 
that the Act, which was supposed to be 
going to relieve an enormous number 
of people from the competition ot publicly- 
assisted, prison-made goods, has com- 
pletely broken down. [ sincerely trust 
that that may not be the case with this 
Bill. At the same time. I believe that 
there will be enormous diiliculties in the 
working of the Bil. It is open to very 
great objections. It will apply to persons 
to whom you do not wish it to apply > it 
will be very costly; and it is brought 
in to meet a very small necessity indeed, 


do 


There is one other point I ought to 
mention, because I have received com- 
munications in reference to it, and that 
is the hardship this Bill will involve upon 
shipowners. Shipowners, if they have 
any undesirable aliens on board, will be 
compelled at their own expense to take 
them back whence they came. I think 
I am right in saying that the shipowners 
will have to bear the cost both of carriage 
and of food. They complain very much 
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against that, and I think with some 
justice. If this is a national necessity, 
it is rather hard on them to disturb their 
trade in this way. They will certainly 
suffer a good deal if this Bill passes, 
because it will affect very considerably 
the over-sea trade, which is a very im- 
portant item in the profits of the merchant 
service, 

I am sorry to have detained your 
Lordships at such length on this matter, 
but I have considerable objection to 
the Bill, and, though I do not intend 
to move its rejection to-night, I give 
notice that when the Committee stage 
is reached we on this side will pro- 
hably have some Amendments to propose. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANsDOWNE): My Lords, the attitude 
of the noble Earl opposite seems to some 
of us not a little puzzling. He began 
and ended his speech with the announce- 
ment that he did not intend to object to 
the Second Reading of the measure. 

*Eart SPENCER: What would be 
the use of doing so in this House ? 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
And that he would not even re- 
cord an adverse vote in regard to. it. 
But in the speech that followed that 
imnouncement, he went on to whittle 
away the figures produced by my noble 
friend behind me, to challenge my noble 
friend’s statement that these undesir- 
able aliens were the means of intro- 
ducing disease into this country, to 
point out that their destitution was 
greatly exaggerated, to contend that 
our Bill would be unavailing for the 
purpose for which it was intended, 
and to suggest that the cost of adminis- 
tering it would be altogether out of 
proportion to any results that we were 
likely to achieve. If ever a speech 
against the Second Reading of a Bill 
was delivered, I think the speech of 
the noble Earl deserves that description. 

*Eart SPENCER: { admit that. — 
““*Tue Maravess or LANSDOWNE: 
Not content with that, he went 
on to suggest that the Bill had 
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been taken up by us, not because of 
any sincere conviction as to its merits 
but for political considerations. The 
thought must have crossed the minds 
of some of your Lordships that the 
decision of the noble Earl not to oppose 
the Second Reading may also to some 
extent have been inspired by political 
considerations. 


*Eart SPENCER: By political con- 
siderations in the sense that it is hopeless 
to oppose your majority in this House 

7 o-* aj. CR 
on the Second Reading.' 


*THeE Maraugss or LANSDOWNE: 
However, we will pass that by. Let 
though the noble 

committed to 
measure. he is 


us assume that 
Earl is not perhaps 
the details of the 
committed at any rate to its main 
principle. Now, what is the main 
principle of the Bill—because I think 
the measure does contain a Very clear 
and easily detined principle. That 
principle is not that we desire to depart 
from the honourable tradition of this 
country, which has never been in the 
habit of closing its doors to persons of 
all kinds seeking refuge in these islands, 
but that we desire to prevent the abuse 
of that hospitality. The question we 
have to consider is whether in fact 
thac hospitality has been abused and i 
think the clear statement of my noble 
friend should have been sutticient to 
convince anyone who listened to it 
that that abuse has existed. It is true 
that the noble Earl taxed him with 
having laid before the House figures 
which were exaggerated. 


*EARL SPENCER: Statements, not 
figures. He did not use any figares. 


*TuHe Maravess or LANSDOWNE: 
My voble friend refrained trom laying 
figures before the House because we 
freely admit that it is easy to chal- 
lenge those figares in matters of de- 
tail. But I have here a _ figure 
which, perhaps with certain reserva- 
tions, I will venture to lay before the 
House. We are told that in 1904 no 
less than 75,000 of these aliens came 
into this country. I will be perfectly 
frank. Iam not here to say that all these 
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people settled in the United Kingdom ; 
some of them may have been transmi- 
grants, but we have no doubt whatever 
that a very large number of them did re- 
main. We are sure of that for the very 
best of reasons, that these people are 
to be secn in Stepney and the neigh- 
bourhood, where the accumulation of 
aliens of this class has been going on apace 
during the last few years. My noble friend 
Lord Belper tells me that the figure of 
75,000 was arrived at after the deduc- 
tion of a certain number of aliens who 
were known to have left the shores of 
this country. But let us assume that 
that figure of 75,000 is to be even more 
liberally discounted. Let us suppose 
that only 50,000 remained in this 
country. Can we afford to treat as 
negligible a vearly drifting of that 
number, or of any number approaching 
it, of such persons into our great cities / 


My noble friend referred with great 
force to the fact that the presence of 
those people is revealed in a most incon- 
venient manner by the perceptible in- 
crease of alien pauperism and by an 
increase in the number of alien criminals. 
But what else is to be expected ¢ What 
are the facts / Other countries do not 
allow alien immigrants of this kind to 
establish theniselves within their limits ; 
they are careful to turn them back. We, 
on the contrary, receive them without 
question, and not only that. but when 
they have established themselves in our 
midst we allow them to be supported out 
of the rates. Is it not obvious that an 
arrangement of that kind must have 
the result of causing what without any 
abuse of language may be called the 
scum of this stream of human population 
to collect in the backwaters of London 
and other great cities? I have no 
desire to be thought wanting in com- 
passion for these people; they deserve 
our compassion and our sympathy. But 
surely we have a right to think of 
our own people also and of the effects of 
allowing a population of that class to 
establish itself here and to extrude our 
own people from quarters in which they 
have been in the habit of living. 


Then the noble Earl told us that he 
detected in the Bill the principle that 
poverty was to be recognised as a crime. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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*Kar~ SPENCER: I think that igs 
going rather beyond what I said. I said 
that the Bill in its working would attack 
poverty more than riches. I did not use 
the words ‘‘crime’’ or ‘‘ criminal’’ in 
that connection. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I will withdraw the word *‘ crime,” but I 
think he implied that mere poverty was 
to be considered as a bar disqualifying a 
person for admission to this country. If 
the noble Earl will look at the wording 
of the section, he will see that there is 
nothing in the Bill to exclude a man 
simply because he is poor, The language 
is extremely careful. The would-be im- 
migrant is required to show that he is— 
“in possession of, or in a position to obtain, 
the means of decently supporting himself and 
his dependents.” 


A man may be a poor man, he may 
have only a couple of shillings in his 
pocket, but if he is a perfectly able- 
bodied, healthy man who will without 
doubt be able to take his place amongst our 
labouring population, I take it that the 
immigration officer will raise no difficulty 
to such a man landing in this country. 
The noble Earl pointed to the fact that the 
provisions of this Bill would only catch 
the steerage passenger, and that there is 
nothing in the Bill to prevent undesirable 
aliens arriving on board vessels affording 
accommodation which would cost them a 
larger sum of money. I do not think it is 
very probable that a person who is 
destitute within the meaning of the 
words [ have just quoted would be found 
except amongst the steerage passengers. 
But I pass that by. Let us assume, 
for the sake of argument, that the Bill 
stops short of affording absolute and 
complete protection to us against the 
arrival of these people. Are we to re- 
pudiate it simply because, although it 
affords us protection, that protection is 
not absolutely perfect at all points! 
The Bill is a palliative, and as such we 
believe it will have good effects. It does 
not seem to me to be an argument that 
can be legitimately used as against it 
that, although the Bill may arrest the 
main stream of immigration of this kind, 
the flow may still continue to trickle 
through some less visible and_ better 
concealed channels. 
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What I think we have to consider is 
the argument used with so much effect 
by my noble friend, namely, that the re- 
sults of this Bill will have to be measured, 
not by the number 
interfered with when on the point of 
landing, but by the number of aliens who 
will be deterred by the provisions of this 
Bill from attempting to come here. It is 
the deterrent effect of the Bill upon the 
immigrants and upon the shipowners to 
which we look rather than to the operative 
effect of the provisions of the Bill. 
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The noble Earl made some reference to 
the prejudice which this Bill was likely 
to cause to shipowners. ‘That, no doubt, 
is a question that we shall have to discuss 
in Committee; but I think I am right in 
saying thet the shipowners’ point of view 
wis fully considered in Committve in the 
House of Commons, and that Amend- 
ments were introduced in the Bill which, 
toa very considerable extent at all events, 
were Successful in meeting the criticisn s 
of the shipowners. 


With regard to religious and political 
refugees, the Bill is so ‘dr: iwn as to make 
it clear that where an immigrant desires 
to obtain asylum in this country for the 
bona fide reason that he is escaping from 
persecution or any kind of molestation 
due to his religio1s or political tenets, 
the provisions of the Bill will be relaxed 
in his favour. We believe that as the 
Bill stands it deals with that difficult 
problem ina most liberal! and considerate 
manner. We are, at any rate, convinced 
that there is a grievance and an ebuse 
which for public reasons we cannot afford 
to leave unredressed, and we believe that 
iuis Bill meets that abuse in a reasonab!e 
and, we hope, effectual manner. 


Lorp JAMES HEREFORD: My 
Lords, in view of the precarious hour at 
which we have arrived I will occupy the 
time of your Lordships for only a very 
few minutes, but I think thet in the 
course of two years patient 
questions affecting alien immigration I 


have learnt something which perhaps | 


places me in a position between those 


who support the Bill and those who op- | 
pose it, and possibly enables me to siy | 
| 54000 cf these Russians and Poles out 


something which may add to your Lord- 
ships’ information. This Bill ought not | 
to be looked at wholly from the stand- | 


-tudy of | 
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point either of those who say that the 
alien immigrants who come into this 
country form an evil that ought to be 


/put an end to for reasons which they 


give, or of those who speak enthusiasti- 
cally of the great traditions of this- 
country, who wish it always to bea place 
of safety for the oppressed, and who 
say that aliens ought to be allowed to 
come in freely. We must try to find a 
medium between those two points of 
view, and endeavour to discover a method 
of dealing with what is an evil without 
inflicting a wrong upon anyone. 


In the first place, what is the evil we 
have to meet? If my noble friend the 
Leader of the House will allow me to say 
so, I think he has greatly overstated 
the number of aliens who come to this 
country. (rreat deductions have to be 
made from the figures he gave, because 
they include all persons who come as 
transmigrants, sailors, persons who 
come here to see friends, persons who 
comeand go, a large number who are sent 
back immediately by charitable agencies 
or friends, and various other clisses of 
persons. The best information you can 
get on the point is from the Census Re- 
turns. It is not absolutely accurate, and 
in former vears it was notin so good 
form asit isnow, but it isthe most reliable 
figure we can get. According to the 
Census Returns we have this fact—that in 
1881 there were 135,00) aliens residing 
in this country, while in 1901, twenty 
years later, there were 286,000, an increase 
of 151,000. That increase was mainly 
t» be found in London County, because it 
ineludes the Est End of London, where 
the incretse was from 60,006 to 155,000. 
The most serious increase was from 
Russia and Russian Poland. The ques- 
tion of how this matter should be dealt 
with is then well worthy of consideration. 


But it is not only a numerical increase, 
it is a local increase. When we on the 
Royal Commission were approiching the 
termination of our labours, some of us 
said the inquiry had reduced itself to a 
Stepney inquiry, because the evil existed 
mainly in the borough of Stepney and 
in the neighbourhood of that borough. 
In the borough of Stepney there are 


of a population of about 300.000. It is 
‘that localisation which causes the great 
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evil, and it is an evil that will not 
diminish. Take the question of language 
alone. These people speak what is some- 
times called ‘ Yiddish.” They will not 
go where they cannot make themselves 
understood. But in Stepney they can 
be understood, not only by their friends 
and relatives, but by tradesmen in the 
shops where they make their purchases. 
Thus they find themselves in the midst 
of those with whom they can associate, 
and, that being so, vou cannot alter their 
destination. We felt this so strongly 
that the bulk of our Report went strongly 
to show that this country had certain 
rights which it might well exercise, Of 
course we Wish to be hospitable to every- 
one who comes to these shores. We owe 
a great deal to these alien immigrants. 
A great student of them has said that 
there is not a single great trade in this 
country our superiority in which we do 
not owe to the alien, When they came 
over here in such large numbers at the 
time of the Inquisition, during the reign 
of Henry VIII., one-third of those who 
paid subsidy to the King in the City of 
London were aliens, and they were all 
teaching our people trades. They were 
driven here for the sake of their religion, 
Tn the early days of the Reformation 
they built churches representing the 
Protestant religion throughout — the 
country, and when the second great wave, 
the Huguenots, came thev found these 
churches in existence, with — settlers 
around them. We must never forget the 
services they rendered to us by their 
trades, or the great strength the 
Protestant tendency of the aliens gave 
to this country. 


But whilst we have that debt to! 
pay, we must see to it that we 
pay it to the right people. I quite 


recognise what we owe, but I am not 
quite sure that when we give to the un- 
skilled agriculturist from Russian Poland 
great indulgence or superior opportunity 
we are paving tothe right persons the 
debt which we owe to the immigrints of 
former times. Certainly when this country 
grants its hospitality it has the right to 
impose the terms on which that hospi- 
tality should be granted, 

Therefore, if this great evil which is 
inflicted upon the borough of Stepney and 
neighbourhood is to be deiit with, there 

Lord James of Hereford, 
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_ is no reason, either from a desire to retain 
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the hospitable character of this country 
or from an economic point of view, why 
we should not impose such conditions as 
we think fit upon the entrance of aliens 
into the United Kingdom. It was our 
duty as Commissioners to take what 
evidence we could. But we found that 
there was one class of witness that could 
not attend upon us, and so we attended 
upon them. We visited Stepney, and 
devoted two long days to hearing evidence 
there. We were told by those who could 
not deceive us the state of things which 
there existed, and we were also told, “If 
you do not take care there will be blood- 
shed here, for it is an intolerable con- 
dition of things.’ We were told of 
families sleeping out on staircases because 
there was no room for them inside the 
tenements: we were told of the in- 
sanitary conditions which obtained under 
such a state of things; the details were 
sickening. Morality was gone and health 
was gone — all in consequence of this 
overcrowding. Moreover, the danger, 
instead of being lessened in its intensity, 
is likely to increase year by vear in con- 
sequence of the demolition of houses. 
House accommodation is failing in this 
borough; it is becoming less while the 
population is increasing. Alien immigra- 
tion is increasing, and vet nothing has 
been done. 


Although I support this Bill for the 
value of what is contained in it, vet I do 
note with regret that the recommendation 
of the Roval Commission on this part of 
the question has no place inthe Bill. | 
am not blaming the Government, because 
I believe that in the Bill of last vear they 
did make an attempt to deal with this 
subject, but the opposition was so strong 
that they were unable to carry through 
the machinery. However, I do deeply 
regret that that which formed the main 
result of our deliberations has been tor 
some reason or other passed by, The 
ordinary machinery against overcrowding 
may be sufficient in districts that exist 
under normal conditions, but it is not 
sufficient to deal with the abnormal! con- 
ditions which obtain in this borough 1 
the East End, and for the sake of 


decent life within our own centre of 
existence something will have to be 
done. 
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My noble friend dealt with the case of 
pauperism and the charge on the rates. 
{ do not think he can make anything 
out of alien pauperism. The comparison 
is largely in favour ef the alien. He is 
not so poor as he is supposed so be, and 
he has got friends to help him. The 
members of the Hebrew faith treat men 
of this class who belong to their 
persuasio with singular liberality. I 
agree that my noble friend has the right 
to say that we have these poor people 
amongst us and that they hive to be 
relieved in their poverty, but, at the 
same time, they are not a charg upon 
the rates. In the borough of Stepney 
the proportion of paupers among natural- 
born subjects is as seven, whereas among 
the alien population of 54,000 it is as 
25, «r about one to three in favour of 
the alien, 


In the matter of crime my noble friend 
has a slightly stronger case, but I doubt 
very much whether the crime is 
amongst the class with which we are 
dealng. You get your criminals from 
the French, Swiss, and Italians who go 
to Soho and other districts; they are 
not the immigrants «against whom this 
Bill is directed. The immigrant under 
this Billis a man who comes as one of 
twen'y Or more passengers in the 
steerage portion of the ship. That is 
not the way the criminal comes over. 
He comes to rob, to forge, not from 
Bremen or Rotterdam, but from Prussia, 
France, or Italy, wherever it mav be. 
and he is often an educated man, and 
not by any means the pauper this Bill 
deals with. I do not think there is 
much in the case either for crime or 
for pauperism. The rates are not 
suffering; they are burdened less by 
these men than by British subjects. 


i wish to refer briefly to one view that 
has been put forward, I will not say by 
whom, but by some people who take an 
entirely political view of the situation 
Which has been created bv this alien 
immigration. They say, ‘We, the 
Government, or we who favour a 
certain policy, are going to protect the 


Eng!ih working man; we are going 
to protect the British skilled work- 


men against the invasion of the 
loreigner or the alien,’’ and anyone who 
refuses to give full effect to the pro- 
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tection against that invasion is, I do not 
know what they call him, a Little 
Englander, or whatever it may be. 
Such a use of this Bill, which is te deal 
with that most difficult problem t 
which I have referred, is an error tha‘ 
ought not to be lightly committed. I 
believe Iam right in saying that those 
who had charge of this Bill in the House 
of Commons, the Home Secretary, and, I 
think, the Prime Minister, refused to 
accept that view of the Bill: thev have 
very properly said that that is not the 
purpose of the Bill, and that they have 
not introduced it for that purpose. But 
the statement has bee: made, and I pro- 
test against so great an evil being used for 
a political purpose, and such a statement 
being addressed to people who do not 
know better. In the course of our 
investigation we did not find that the 
trade unionists came and complained 
of alien competition with skilled labour. 
There are no better trade unionists 
in the world than aliens: they are 
industrious to a degree; they keep ep 
their wages, and thev turn against the 


emplovers as quickly as any class. 
After making the fullest inquiry on 
the point—because, although trade 


unionists generally did not make the 
complaint, the miners of Lanarkshire 
objected to foreigners working amongst 
them-—-this is the result at which we on 
the Commission arrived1— 

“On the whole we arrive at the conclusion, 
after weighing the evidence on both sides, 
that it has not been proved that there is 
any serious direct displacement of skilled 
English labour.” 


That was our unanimous conclusion ; 
there was no dissension on that point; 
it was agreed to by Mr. Alfred Lyttelton 
and by that most able and active mem- 
ber of the Commission, Major Evans 
Gordon, who represents Stepney and, if 
I may use the term, conducted the case 
against the aliens. And vet men of the 
Party to which both those Gentlemen 
belong are announcing in the country 
that a triumph has been won, and that 
the Government deserve all praise becaus + 
the battle of the English skilled artisan 
is being fought by virtue of this Bill. 
That was not the object with which the 
attention of the Home Secretary and the 
Government was called to this evil. and, 
as I understand, it was not the object 
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with which they took the matter up. 
I think my noble friend will agree as to 
that, but I think it would be worth 
while, in case such a statement is 
repeated, that there should be a 
denial, and, if possible, a denial on the 
part of the Government, that that is the 
object of the Bill. 


One word more. In one sense there 
has been a certain displacement of labour, 
and it arises in this way. The men who 
come here are mostly agriculturists, but 
they do not become agriculturists here. 
They seek to learn a trade, and they 
select the trade which cin be most easily 
learnt. When they come over here they 


are what are called “ greeners,” and, like | 


apprentices. thev have to be taught their 
trade. 
receive very little wages. 


tion cannot be defined—thev go on from 
the state of ‘‘greeners” until they 
become as skilled in their trades as any 
persons in this country. It is strange 
that even during this last wave, which 
has been going on now for over fifteen 
vears, the men who came in unsk lled 
have in some way or other learnt almost 


by instinct their trades, and have intro- | 


duced a new system of working which 
has produced most beneficial effects. 
They have established a system of the 
sub-division of trades, in which, instead 
of one man taking a coat away and 
meking it from begining to end, a sub- 
division of labour is effected by which 
one man cuts out, another does the 
sewing, another the buttons, and so on, 
so that everv coat has about five trades 
at work upon it, each one trained to 
perfection. The men have little to learn, 
and they arrive at a state of perfection 
in their particular sub-divisions of the 
labour. This sub-division also involves 
the whole of the work being done in one 
house, and u der onesupervision instead of 
being taken from house to house, with the 
result that they are now producing goods 
better made in these trades, I believe, 
and certainly much cheaper than they 
ever were before. If that 1s competition 
with skilled worknen—which they them- 
selves do not say it is—no doubt it has 
been effecte] b this learning of trades, 
and the carrying on of trades in this way. 
But I say that to my mind that is a 
Lod James of Hereford. 
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benefit to the consumets of this country, 
and is not a reason for condemning these 
men. 
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Do not suppose that these men are lesg 
worthy of consideration than men who 
are natural- born subj-cts. They are 
singularly sober; they are singularly 





While they are being taught they | 
‘They learn by | 
degrees, and as they go on—the transi- | 


industrious; they are singularly careful: 
and it is a remarkable fact that, in the 
East End of London in the school 
competitions the great majority of the 
prizes are now being taken by children of 
these immigrants, on account of their 
possessing greater intelligence—I am 
sorry to say it—than the children of 
natural-born parents. We are told by 
the schoolmasters that they set an 
|example to the other children, and ag 
they grow up, becoming industrious and 
‘learning much, as I have said, I believe 
/we shall have no cause to regret their 
having been received amongst us and 
‘welcomed to the hospitality of this 
country. 

Still, I do recognise this evil; it does 
/exist; and I think we have a right to 
say that if these men come here we are 
lentitled to endeavour to obtain those 
who are desirable, and to exclude the 
undesirable. Therefore, with the qualif- 
|cations I have stated, I shall certainly 
give a full support to this Bill. 








Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, I 
should like to ask, «fter the speech to 
which we have just listened, what is the 
object of bringing in this Bill? The 
noble and learned Lord opposite, who 
knows more about this matter than any 
other Member of this House, has by his 
speech destroyed all the reasons that 
have been given by the Government 
for introducing this measure. The Bill 
involves a totally new pritciple. I do 
not say that we have not a right to 
exclude persons from our shores, but it 
is aright that we have never exercised, 
and it is a right that we have always 
been proud not toexercise. I can under- 
stand two grounds for the exclusion of 
aliens from these shores. I could 
understand it if foreigners came in in 
such numbers as to swamp our 
civilisation. 1 can conceive an inroad 
of yellow men by the million, which 
would absoutely destroy our civilisation 
and turn it into otherchannels. I can also 
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conceive our right to exclude undesir- 
able aliens, and these undesirable aliens 
have been described by two Committees 
as follows —criminals’ other than 
political, anarchists, prostitutes, persons 
mfected by dangerous disease, lunatics, 
and idiots. ‘The Commission of which the 
noble Lord opposite was the head recom- 
mended that the person: to be excluded 
should becriminals, prostitutes,and persons 
who might be acharge on the public funds. 
[regret that one category, that of per- 
sons living on the proceeds of prostitution, 
js not mentioned, But any criminals, 
ny persons infected with dangerous 
disease, any persons of whatever kind of 
character, Can come into this country 
ander this Billto any number they please 
so long as they come as cabin passengers. 
Therefore, it is right to describe this Bill 
as one for excluding the poor, because if 
he isa cabin passenger the alien miy be 
as bad as you please; he will come 
within the scope of the Bill only if he is 
asteerage passenger. That is discrimina- 
tion, however vou may try to explain it, 
and it is discrimination between the 
rich and poor. Therefore, it cannot be 
denied that the Bill is aimed at the poor, 
in contradistinction to embracing both 
rich and poor alike. 


Then, my Lords, I could understand 
the Bill being aimed at poverty if the 
poverty involved a burden to the country 
ofinvasion. But as the noble and learned 
Lord has just told us, there is no case for 
poverty. There is very little case for 
crime, and none at all for poverty. In- 
deed, the noble and learned Lord has 
pronounced an eulogium upon the busi- 
ness qualities and aptitudes of the alien 
population that might very well be 
applied to those aliens whom he des- 
cribed in the earlier portion of his speech 
as having been the founders of all our 
main industries, 


In regard to the machinery of the Bill, 
Ido not like this secret investigation— 
for it is a secret investigation—by the 
immigration officer at the particular port. 
As far as Tecan understand, it is a secret 
investigation subject to no appeal, ex- 
cept to three nominees, a tribunal set 
up for the purposes of this Bill, without 
atything in the nature of judicial 
qualifications. In this country if you 
want to attack a person, to call him a 
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| criminal or an nndesirable alien, or to 


bring him into a category which is an un- 
pleasant one, it is generally held that 
the onus of proof rests upon the person 
making the charge, but. as far as I can 
gather, under this Bill the poor alien is 
to prove his own innocence. If he 
comes in under certain categories he is 
an undesirable alien unless he can show 
reason Why the immigration officer should 


permit him to land, and when the 
immigration officer has given his 


decision the only appeal is to the immi- 
gration board. If I recoilect aright, there 
is a subsequent appeal to the Home 
Secretary, which I do not think is at all 
a goo! mixture of the judicial and the 
executive. From first to last. the alien 
is not given the protection of a judicial 
tribunal to decide upon his case. 


These are grave objections which I see 
to the machinery of the Bill. For my 
part, I should be perfectly willing to 
support anv proposal for excluding the 
classes of persons enumerated in the 
earlier Report, viz., prostitutes and _per- 
sons living upon prostitution, criminals, 
anarchists, lunatics, and idiots, but I 
would not make the measure applicable 
to one class of lunatic and not to another. 
If I excluded any I would exclude all. | 
would not permit a distinction to be 
drawn between persons who travelled in 
one part of the ship and persons who 
travelled in another. Under these cir- 
cumstances, as E am told a division will 
not be taken against the Second Reading 
I shall certainly reserve to myself the 
right to raise some of these points in 
Committee, when I hope they will receive 
the serious consideration of the Govern- 
ment. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
think the noble Marquess who leads this 
House must be rather sorry he spoke so 
quickly after my noble friend Lord 
Spencer, for the speech delivered from 
the other side of the House by one who 
knows more about this subject than 
probably anybody else in the House 
supported in the most complete way the 
facts and figures brought forward by Lord 
Spencer, and, in my humble judgment, 
constituted a strong argument against 
this Bill having been introduced at all. 
I think the noble and learned Lord 








77> The 
opposite made it perfectly clear that this 
question of alien immigration was con- 
fined to a very small district, and that it 
existed in great urgency only in certain 
districts in London. If that be the case, 
surely it was not necessary to bring in a 
Bill applving to the whole of the country. 
It is a case for the application of local 
remedies to meet local requirements. 

The noble and learned Lord opposite, 
by his description of his visit to Stepney, 
showed exactly what is the position of 
affairs there. He said that he found great 
congestion. great overcrowding, but that 
the poor people who caused the conges- 
tion and overcrowding were not 
specially criminal or specially poor, that 
they were excellent workmen, that they 
turned out excellent work, and that they 
were doing excellent service to the 
country of which they had become the 
guests. [t seems to me that that does 
not make a case for a general measure 
applying to the whole of the country 
sueh as is now brought before us, and [ 
hope that when we get into Committee 
something may be done to alter or modify 
some of the provisions in the Bill. Like 
my noble friend behind me, TI would 
gladly support any proposals for keepirg 
out the classes of aliens referred to in the 
Report of Lord James’ Commission, We 
none of us want to see the criminal and 
the diseased permitted to enter. 

But, my Lords, there is one remark of 
the noble Marquess which I wish to 
emphasise for one moment. I think it 
was a remarkable statement. He declared 
distinctly and without modification that 
under this Bill poverty alone would not 
keep an alien out. He said that suppos- 
ing a man was healthy and able-bodied, 
then Sub-section (a) of Section 2 of 
Clause 1 would not apply. I welcome 
that declaration, and I hope that in Com- 
mittee we shall make that point clearer 
than it is at present in the Bill. 


On Question, Bill read 2* accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


_—_ — 


THE VOLUNTEERS. 
*THE Eart or ALBEMARLE, in asking 
the Under-Secretary of State for War, 
“‘ how soon any, and what, steps will be 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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taken to remedy the shortage of officers 
in the Volunteer force; and for what 
purpo-e the medical examination of 
members of the Volunteer force has been 
instituted, seeing that such men have 
already been admitted to the force by 
reason of their fitness ; and further, what 
grant he proposes to make towards the 
development of Volunteer transport,” 
sald: I will state very briefly to your 
Lordships my reasons for asking this 
Question. For some few years past the 
Volunteers have been in a state of great 
uncertainty as to what was to be done 
with them by the War Office, and [I 
thought that this would be a good 
opportunity to ask for some statement 
from the Under-Secretary of State, 
especially in view of the constant 
resignation in large numbers of officers 
of the Volunteer force. I say nothing 
on this oceasion about the resignations of 
the rank and file. That is the first part 
of the Question, 


In the second part of the Question I 
ask for some information to the 
reasons for the medical examination, 
instituted quite recently, of the men in 
the Volunteer force. I have seen some- 
thing of the way in which this examina- 


as 


tion has been carried out, having 
recently been out for the annual 


training, and I can assure the noble 
Earl that the staff at our disposal, at 
any rate in my own case, is utterly 
inadequate to carry out such a medical 
examination of the men as would enable 
a satistactory conclusion ‘to be arrived 
at. I want to know from the Under- 
Secretary of State why this medical 
inspection has been instituted. It has 
produced something like consternation 
throughout the Volunteer force, and I 
should be glad if the noble Ear! would 
give a definite Answeron the point. As 
some of your Lordships know, I have 
been intimately connected with the 
raising of a certain Volunteer regiment 
for service abroad, so that I know @ 
little about what is required of men in 
respect of physique, and I know what 
men should look like and be like for 
serving abroad. But I will not detain 
your Lordships by enlarging upon this 
question, though it really deserves to be 
dealt with at greater length than is 


possible to-night. I think the Question 
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is a very important one, and I invite the 
noble Earl to give it a definite Answer. 


The last part of the Question is in 
reference to Volunteer transport. At 
the present time, Volunteer transport is 
absolutely inadequate to any require- 
ments except those of a standing camp, 
and even then it is not sufficient, and, 
in the present condition of the 
allowances at the disposal of officers 
commanding regiments and brigades, it 
would be absolutely impossible ade- 
quately to equip a brigade or other 
large body for mobilisation. I will not 
detain your Lordships longer, and IT hope 
the Under-Secretary will not regard 
my Questions as unreasonable, 


Lord MONKSWELL: I should like to 
ask a Question which 1s, I think, germane 
to the issue raised by the noble Earl 
opposite, and that is, what percentage of 
the men in the Volunteer force who have 
been examined have been passed. 


Tue UNDER - SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
DoxoucHMoRE): Ido not know whether 
the noble Lord opposite is aware that we 
have asked for these returns to be 
furnished to us by October 3lst. I need 
hardly sav, therefore, that the returns 
are not yet in, otherwise I should have 
been glad to answer the Question. If it 
meets his convenience I willlet him know 
immediately we get the information. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I only asked 
t.e Question because I was speaking to a 
Volunteer the other day, and he told me 
that in his corps nine out of ten men had 
not been passed. 


THe Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: 
The noble Lord will understand that as 
we have not yet got the returns in I am 
not in a position to give any figures. As 
regards the first part of the Question 
addressed to me by the Earl of Albemarle, 
lam afraid I have very little to add to 


What Isaidon Tuesday last in the debate : 


raised by the noble Lord opposite. As 
regards the g neral question, we have 
certain propo-als under consideration 
which I hope may mature into something 
that will help us to solve the general 
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difficulty of providing officers for the 
Auxiliary Forces. 


I would like, if your Lordships will 
allow me, to mention one point which I 
am afraid I did not make quite clear in 
the debate of Tuesday last. It does not 
affect the main question as to the 
necessity of a power of expansion in His 
Majesty’s forces, as to which I know we 
are allagreed. But as regards the actual! 
position of the officering of the Volunteers. 
I think the position is not quite so serious 
at the present moment as might appear 
at first sight, and for this reason. We 
have a large deficiency of officers, but at 
the same time we have a large deficiency 
of men. We have amply sufficient 
officers at the present moment to 
officer the men that we now 
have. I have worked out the 
approximate percentage, and I find that 
we have 74 per cent. of our establish- 
ment of men. whilst we have 77 per cent. 
of our establishment of officers, or, 
deductipy officers seconded, we have 71 
per cent. of our establishment of officers, 
so that the discrepancy between the 
number of officers and the number of men 
is not so great. Your Lordships are 
aware that we consider that the 241,500 
men that we have are considerably in 
advance of the requirements of the genera] 
staff, Of course, if a reduction to an 
establishment of 200,000 takes place, with 
the number of officers we now have we 
would have a considerably greater num- 
ber—I do not say than we would require, 
but than would be necessary for the 
ordinary proportion of one to thirty, so 
that we should have a balance of officers 
in our favour for staff purposes, for pur- 
poses of transport, and for other very 
important miscellaneous requirements. 
ALBEMARLE: 


*THE EARL OF Are 


‘they spread throughout the force ? 


Tue Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 1 
do not deny that there are certain regi- 
ments which are very short of officers. 1 
am merely pointing out the total number 
that we have. With reference to the 
medical examination, the noble Earl asks 
why it has been necessary to have a 
special medical examination now, in view 
of the fact that every Volunteer in the 


. force has been inspected as a recruit. I 
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think that is the noble Earl’s point. I 
would point out that we are now examin- 
‘ing for a different purpose from that for 
which the recruit is examined when he 
enters the force. When he enters the 
force he is examined with a view to ascer- 
taining his fitness for service at home as 
a Volunteer. The examination outlined 
in the Circular which has been laid on the 
Table of your Lordships’ House is for 
the purpose of ascertaining something 
different, though of course the greater 
includes the less. It includes the condi- 
tions laid down by the recently-issued 
Appendix 13 to the Volunte:r Regula- 
tions, which is now the standard required 
for every recruit who enters the Volunteer 
force, and there are further quulifications 
-of health necessary. which are enumerated 
in the Circular, which would not have 
been ascertained on the original attesta- 
tion of the Volunteer when he first 
entered the force. That is the reason for 
our asking for this further examination 
with a view to ascertaining the informa- 
tion, and with the motives which J have 
already explained to your Lordships in 
answer to the Question of the noble 
Earl opposite. 





As regards the grant for the develop- 
ment of Volunteer transport, I would 
refer the noble Earl to the Memorandum 
on the Army Estimates presented to 
Parliament by my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War at the com- 
mencement of the session. My right 
hon, friend has there made it clear that 
he wishes to make a grant for Volunteer 
transport as soon as the funds in his 
hands permit him to do so. I am afraid 
I cannot give any definite pledge as to 
what amount we should be able to allot 
for this purpose until we know how 
much we have at our disposal. But I 
can assure the noble Earl that we do 
recognise the very great necessity for 
the development of transport for the 
Volunteer force, and, as is shown in this 
document, it is one of the first objects 
to which my right hon, friend hopes to 
be able to allot funds. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am afraid 
the consolation offered to us by the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary of State 
that the shortage of officers in the 
Volunteer force may be practically dis- 


The Ear! of Donoughmore. 
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regarded because of the deficiency of 
men is rather in the nature of Job’s 
comfort. 


THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: It 


was not given in the way of consolation. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Should the 
time of emergency or crisis arise, plenty 
of men would come forward. The rank 
and file can be trained in a few weeks to 
be of some service, and in six months to 
be of great service, but it takes much 
longer to train an officer, You must 
have plenty of officers to lead your men: 
therefore, it is necessary to have a good 
supply of officers even if you have not 
the mei at present. 


ten minutes 


House adjourned at 
past Eight o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o’cloek. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 28th July, 1905, 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock, 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
| INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
| Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the following Bill, originating in 
ithe Lords, and referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
| not previously inquired into, and which 
/are applicable thereto, have been 
complied with, viz.:—South Barracas 
(Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company 
; Bill [Lords]. 
| _ Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaxer laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Privat» Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
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the Lords, and referred on the First | University of Sheffield, he supported the 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders| appeal made by the hon. Member for 
which are applicable thereto have been | Islington that the hon. Member would 
complied with, viz.:—Tramways Orders | be so good as to withdraw his objection 


Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. to this Bill. He had quite hoped 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a| that all objection to this Bill had been 
second time upon Monday next. | settled; but the opposition now offered, 


}at the last moment, had come upon 

Caledonian Railway Bill; North British | him with surprise. With regard to the 

Railway (General Powers) Bill; Rother- | "e™arks of the hon. Member for Mayo, 
ham, Maltby, and Laughton Railway Bill. | he pointed out that the Bill was simply 
Lords Amendments considered, and|2 ‘Ministerial one to transfer the 
agreed to. | property and liabilities of the old 
| University College to the new 
Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]. | University. There was no question of 

As amended, considered; a clause | $tanting any privilege to a University 
added; Amendments made; Bill to be|im England which had not been 


[LORDS] (By Orper). 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
¥% < t i B d : a i i Be j a] Y ‘ A 
That the Bill be now read a third time.” | Me. SAMUEL ROBERTS said he 


Mr, MOONEY (Dublin County, S.) : | really hoped the hon. Member would see 
I object. 


read the third time. | granted in Ireland. 
SHEFFIELD UNIVERSITY BILL. | Me. DILLON: You would not grant 
| 


us in Ireland the University we want. 


| his way to withdraw his objection, 


*$r ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington,| Mr. MOONEY said that, in view of 
8.) said that this Bill was urgently | the appeals that had been made to him, 
required in the interest of the University | he would withdraw his objection. 
of Sheffield and in that of University 
education in Yorkshire. He hoped,| Bill read a third time, and passed, with 
therefore, that his hon. friend would not | Amendments. 
persist in his objection, There had been 
an all-round arrangement or under- Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
standing on the night on which the | (various Powers) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 
Irish Mstimates were discussed that That,in the case of the Metropolitan 
this Bill would be allowed to pass, and | plectric Supply Company (Various 
this having been made between the hon. Powers) Bill [Lords], Standing Orders 
Member for Down, S. and himself he was 82, 211, 236, and 237 " suspended, and 
sure it would be carried out. that the Committee of Selection have 
a : . | leave to appoint the Committee on the 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that in Bill to sit il proceed forthwith.—(The 
regard to the appeal of the hon. Member | (1p );>:n an of Ways and Means.) 
he would not suggest to his hon. friend 
hot to withdraw his objection on 
account of the understanding referred to. 
But for that understanding he RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 
certainly would have objected to this . il a aaa ‘ ; 
Bill, or any Bill giving ficilities for sees 
English University education, being 
advanced. so long as the House LOSS OF LIFE AT SEA. 
persistently blocked all facilities for! Copy presented, of Return showing the 
proceeding with a measure for University | lives lost by Wreck, Drowning, or other 
education in Treland. accidents in British seagoing Merchant 
Ships registered in the United Kingdom 
Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, | dering the years 1891 to 1904, inclusive 
Ecelesall) said that, on behalf of the | [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CL, [Fourrs Sertes.] 2D 
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COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Colonial Report 
No. 452 (Gambia, Annual Report for 
1904) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


OSBORNE (MEDICAL REPORT). 
Copy presented, of the Report of the 
Medical Officer for the period from 7th 
April, 1504, to 31st March, 1905 [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (SUGGESTIONS 
‘ FOR TEACHERS). 

Copy presented, of Suggestions for the 
Consideration ot Teachers and others 
concerned in the Work of Public 
Elementary Schools [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3463 to 5465 [by Command]; to lie upor 
the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1904-5. 

Return ordered, “ showing, in respect 
of the financial year ended the 31st day of 
March, 1905, the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the Local Taxation Licence 
Duties, Estate Duty, and Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Duties paid into 
The Local Taxation Account, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of The Local 
Government Act, 1888, The Local 
Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 
1890, and The Finance Act, 1894 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No, 298, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. 
Jeffreys.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Dual Duties in the Central Telegraph 
Office. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he will consider the case of the 
sixteen clerks at the Central Telegraph 
Office performing dual duties, 
forwarded a petition on July 29th, 1904, 
with regard to their continuous _per- 
formance of these duties, and a request 
for a reconsideration of the same, seeing 
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| that the petitioners were informed, in 
October, 1904, by the Controller of the 
London Postal Service, that arrangements 
would be made to gradually relieve them, 
that they were also informed by the 
Controller of the Central Telegraph 
Office on March 20th, 1905, that arrange. 
ments were pending which, if approved, 
would relieve them very shortly, and 
that nevertheless no change has yet been 
made and no reply been received by the 
petitioners to further requests sent to the 
Controller of the London Postal Service on 
January 7th and March 1&th this vear. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
matter is a somewhat complicated one, 
involving considerable readjustments of 
staff. These are under consideration; 
and I cannot promise that arrangements 
can be made immediately for relieving 
the telegraphists of these dual duties, 
though this object will be kept in view. 


Labourers’ Cottages in County Antrim. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, §.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that James Creaney applied to 
the Rural District Council of Antrim for 
a cottage under the Labourers Acts 
nearly three years ago; that a su table 
site was found on the land of Charles 
Morrison, who was willing to have the 
cottage built on his land. and _ that, 
although nearly three years have elapsed 
since Creaney’s application, the erection 
of the cottage has not yet been begun; 
and, if so, what explanation does the 
rural district council give for the delay in 
the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
scheme for upwards of forty cottages, 
including one for Creaney, was adoptea 
by the council on the 20th July, 1903. 
A Local Government Board inquiry was 
held on the 13th September, 1904, and 
the scheme approved of, and a Provisional 
Order granted on the 30th December. 
The necessary conveyances have since 
_beenin course of preparation and the 
council have applied for arbitration, 
'which has not yet taken place. The 
‘rural district council claim that there has 
been no unnecessary delay in the matter. 


| 
} 
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ei } ; that there is a learner at present em- 
British Ships. ployed at Tipperary who receives no 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College | pay whatever, and who spends a con- 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the | siderable time daily in dealing with public 
Board of Trade whether he can state if| work; and will he see that the learner is 
any inspection is now being made of the | given the same remuneration as is paid 
weights and measures used on board of | to his class in other centres, and is paid 


Questions, 





British ships for the purpose of weighing 
out the provisions supplied to the crews. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade have ascertained that 
there is no general or systematic inspec- 
tion of the weights and measures used on 
board British ships, and they have 
decided to issue a notice to shipowners 
ind masters calling attention to their 


abilities in the matter under Section 210 | 


of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and 
suggesting the advisability of having 
their weights and measures duly verified 
ind stamped from time to time. 


Unlicensed Persons Engaging Crews for 
British Steamers. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secre- | 
tary to the Board of Trade whether his | 
tention has been called to the con- | 
viction of a boarding-house keeper | 
residing in Liverpool, named de la Cruz, | 


ior illegally supplying seamen to the. 


British steamer “Indra,” and also | 
illegally charging these men £1 each for 
procuring them the berth; whether he 
that this boarding-house 
keeper was employed by one of the | 
shipping clerks of the owners of the 
“Indra” to engage and supply the crew | 
for the vessel, and that instructions were 
given that the crew were to be foreigners 
who could not speak or understand 
English ; and whether it is the intention 
ofthe Board of Trade to prosecute the | 
agent of the owners of the ‘‘Indra’”’ for | 
employing an unlicensed person to engage | 
and supply a crew for the ‘ Indra.” 


Is aware 


‘connection 


| seemed 


| 


some compensation for the time he has 





jalready given gratuitously to the 
, Department. 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I will 


make inquiry and communicate with the 
hon. Member on the subject. 


Belfast Assizes—Case of Robert 
M‘Whirter. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, in view of 
the disclosures made at the trial of 
Robert M‘Whirter, at Belfast Assizes, on 
the 18th instant, arrangements will be 
made for the adoption of a proper rotary 
system of duties, in order to prevent any 
future possibility for a person with no 
previous experience and no training to be 
placed on responsible duty, incurring risk 
to himself and the public, 





(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 inquired 
into the arrangements at Belfast in 
with the hon. Member’s 
Question of the 23rd ultimof, and I then 
came to the conclusion, as I informed the 
hon. Member by letter, that no change 
necessary. But I will consider 
whether the circumstances of the special 
case to which he now refers are such as 
to modify in any way my conclusion. 


Supply of Cash at Belfast Post Office 
Money Order Counter. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether his attention has been 
called to the arrangements made for the 


| supply of cash at the money order counter, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Yes, | 
Sir. The attention of the Board of | 
Trade has been called to the case to 
which the hon. Member refers. Further 
Inquiries are being made with a view to 
deciding whether any further proceedings 
should be taken. 





| 


Unpaid Learner in Tipperary Post Office. | 
Me. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): To 
ask the Postmaster-Gieneral! if he is aware 


Belfast, when teachers’ warrants to the 
value of £2,000 fell to be paid on the 17th 
instant; if he is aware that the funds 
were supplied to the paying officer in 
small doles while the public waited, and 
that, at the conclusion of the day’s 
business, the paying officer showed a 
deficit of £10, and on the following day it 
was discovered that the cashier had 
charged the paying officer with £10 more 


t See (4) Debates, cxlvii., 1435. 
2 D2 
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than had actually been paid; and will he 
state if steps will be taken to prevent 
these occurrences in future. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 have 
not yet received a report on the subject, 
but I wil! make inquiry. 


Army Recruiting. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can now state the number 
of recruits for the three months of April. 
May, and June, for the vear 1905, and 
the normal establishment for the same 
vear. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The number of recruits enlisted 
during April, May, and June, 1905, 
excluding re-enlisted men and_ those 
enlisted for colonial corps, is as follows -— 


April 1,553 
May 1,842 
June . 1,999 


The regimental establishment of non- | 


commissioned officers and men for the 
current year, excluding Colonial corps 
and Native Indian troops, is 260,418. 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 
(Second READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham) said that in moving the Second 
Reading of this Naval Works Bill he 
thought it would be convenient to both 


sides of the House if he made a some- | 


what full statement explanatory of the Bill 
and of the works provided by it. In the 
Committee of Ways and Means, on the 
preliminary money Resolution, he referred 
very briefly to the financial proposals of 
the Bill, and, for the sake 
tinuity of argument, he would briefly 
recapitulate them now. The salient 
feature of the Bill was that it provided 
for an increase in the total Estimates 
provided under previous Bills of £566,000. 
It required that a sum of £7,700,000 on 
account of works previously sanctioned 


by the House should be spent during the | 
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next two years, and as there was a sum 
of £1,869,000 sanctioned under the 1903. 
Bill, which had not yet been expended, 
the net amount required to be voted by 
the House was £5,835,000. He ventured 
to say that the proposals in the Bill were 
of anextremely moderate character—un- 
expectedly so indeed. He called attention 
to the fact that the total increase of about 
£500,000 was by far the smallest 
increase that had ever been put into one 
of these Bills since the system of Naval 
Works Loans Bills was introduced. This 
Bill was only a continuation measure ; it 
introduced no new items; the schedule 
merely provided for a two years instal- 
ment for works that had alreadv been 
sanctioned by the House. It had been 
suggested on previous occasions by the 
hon. Member for Islington that they 
ought to stop this expenditure altogether 
—[Opposttion cries of ‘ Hear, hear!”]— 
but how could that be done when they 
had entered into large contracts which 
had been sanctioned by the House? It 
was absolutely impossible to suddenly 
stop that expenditure. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield): Put it on the 
Estimates. That was promised last year. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that that was 
a complete misunderstanding, though 
There was 
an unusually large sum unexpended from 
the provision voted by the House in 193, 
an amount which appeared on the face of 
it to be £1,869,000. The true figure, 
however, was not £1,869,000, but 
£1,589.000 because £280,000 was money 
actually saved upon the superintendence 
item. They, therefore, deducted that 
amount from the total sum to be ex- 
pended. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): But is 
not the £280,000, if it has not been spent, 
now available ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said of course it 
was available; it was money actually 
saved, because it had not been expended; 
and that had entered into the calculation. 
There had also been a considerably short 
expenditure at Malta and Bermuda on 
account of various delays for which the 
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Admiralty were not to blame. Many | length of modern ships, and, what was 


Nawal 


works had had to be hung up owing to the 
pending changes in the redistribution of 
the Fleet and the strategic needs of the 
Navy. They were compelled to ask the 
House in voting money two years ahead 
to make ample provision, because they 
could not be certain when the rext Loan 
Bill would be passed. For example, at 
the present time they were still living 
upon money voted in 1903; and it was 
necessary to make full provision for two 
years in advance. That did not affect 
the finances of the country; because the 
money was not borrowed until it was to 
bs spent. The numerous changes in the 
“ dates for completion ” were due in many 
cases to the delay in the execution of the 
works, or to additional works necessitated 
by a particular scheme under considera- 
tion; and still more often due to the fact 
that the works could not Le considered to 
be finished until all the accounts had 
been closed up. A very striking illustra- 
tion of that was that Portland Harbour 
was completed as a harbour, in regard to 
protection from the sea and against 
torpedo attack, in 1899; but the work 
was still unfinished as far as a number of 
subsidiary services were concerned. 


As to the chief items in the schedule to 
the Bill, it would be observed that there 
were several increases in the total esti- 
mates and several decreases. The de- 
creases would doubtless be considered 
thoroughly satisfactory, but, on the other 
hand, he ventured to claim that the in- 
ceases were absolutely necessary. The 
chief items of increase were the Keyham 
extension and the Hong-Kong Dockyard 


extension, The large increase in Keyham | two services had heen: to push-an:-th 
| Servic ar , e 


was due to two causes. In the first place, 
to unexpected and altogether unforeseen 


{28 Juty 1905} 


eigineering difficulties in the prosecution | 


ofthe works; and, in the second place, to 
additional works which were found to be 
hecessary to complete this scheme. 
Owing to the irregularities of the rock 
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originally contemplated in the firstscheme 
of the dockyard, to the lengthening of No. 
4dock, That lengthening they proposed 
to carry out, and it would bea great im- 
provement. In the case of Hong-Kong, 
there had been engineering difficulties very 
similar to those encountered at Keyham. 
The irregularities of the rock surface 
below the mud had resulted in an un- 
foreseen expenditure for dredging amount- 
ing to £150,000. The need for the 
additional dredging works could not 
have been foreseen by the engineers, but 
they would not be a recurring expense. 
This dredging was required to eaable 
the dockyards to be built, and the charge 
for subsequent maintenance for dredging 
would come on the Votes. There was 
also an increase for electric light and 
power amounting to £54.000 at Hong- 
Kong. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
if the cost of dredging was charged to 
loan or to the Votes / 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that at 
every port the maintenance of dredging 
was always charged to Votes and not 
to loans. As to the item for deep- 
ening harbours and the approaches 
thereto, that was required under a 
scheme for rendering these ports avail- 
able for ships of deep draught; and next 
year that expense also would be charged 
to Votes. The two most interesting 
items, perhaps, were the Chatham Dock- 
yard extension and the Rosyth item. 
The broad result of the Admiralty’s 
deliberations in connection with these 


large expenditure foreshadowed at 
Rosyth, and not to proceed with the 
Chatham Dockyard extension. This 
would, perhaps, be a surprise to some 
Members of the House—[An Hon. Mem- 


BER: It is a surprise.J—in view of the 


surface below the mud, there had been an | 


immense increase in the cost of dredging 
andin building the outer walls of the 
dockyard. It was a scheduled con- 
tract, and those items accounted 
for £150,000 of additional expendi- 
ture. At Keyham it had also been 
necessary to provide a long pier in the 


dock basin, owing to the greatly increased | 


scheme outlined in 1903 for an expendi- 
ture of £4,500,000 on the Chatham 
extension in addition to the large ex- 
penditure foreshadowed at Rosyth. The 
Admiralty, however, had considered that 
that expenditure at Chathim could be 
dispensed with, at any rate for the 
present; and this, he hoped, would be 
regarded as a great relief to the tax- 
payer. He wished to say at this point 
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that this decision was not the result of a | 
mere change of mind; it was the result of | 
| studied and examined. Plans were ordered 
Chatham | 


a change of circumstances and conditions, 
The original need for the 
extension was based on the Report of 
the Berthing and Docking Committee, 
which showed that the then existing 
accommodation for the Fleet for berthing 
and docking was insufficient, and that 
its extension was imperatively necessary. 
That decision was altered as one of the 
results of the new policy cf casting 
ineffective ships from the Navy. These 
ships required considerable berthing ard 
docking facilities because of the constant 
and ever-increasing repairs which they 
needed; and their removal from the 
effective list had set free so much 
berthing and docking accommodation 
as to render unnecessary the proposed 
extension at Chatham. It was probable 
that, in future, warships would be 
fewer in number, but of greater indi- 
vidual power, and consequently less 
berthing and docking space would te 
required ; but that berthing and docking 
space must be of 
suitable for the accommodation of the 
larger ships. There was a shortage of 
such accommodation on the East Coast, 
and therefore it was necessary to pro- 
vide it either at Rosyth or at Chatham, 
but not at both. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 
Regis): There will be no such shortage 
at Chatham. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the 
Admiralty had arrived st the conclusion, 
on the unanimous recommendation of 
its naval advisers, that Rosvth possessed 
greater strategical, economic, and in- 
dustrial advantages than Chatham. He 
did not wish to enlarge on the strategic 
advantages, which were patent to all, 
but there was greater accessibility at all 
times of the tide ‘or the largest ships 
at Rosyth than at Chatham, and that 
Was an enormous advantage, 


He would now give the Committee the 
information so earnestly desired, by 


extent and the nature of the works at 
Rosyth. The general scope and the pro- 
ject had been very clearly explained at 


the time of the introduction of the Naval 


Mr, Arthur Lee, 


{COMMONS} 


a larger size and) 


(Lynn | 


/ amount of additional berthing accomme 
_ dation along the side of the dockyard, ant 
~ | it waS in every way a most. necessal’ 
Scotch Members at any rate, as to the | ? : 
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Works and Loans Bill of 1903. As a first 
step the site at Rosyth was very carefully 


to be prepared on the most comprehen- 
sive scale for the provision of a first- 
class naval port. The Government 
had found from experience that hitherto 
dockyards had originally been laid 
out on too cramped a scale, and that 
it was extremely difficult and costly 
to extend them afterwards. It was 
therefore determined that Rosyth should 
be so laid out, and the works so con- 
structed, as not to prejudice any ex. 
tension of the base that might become 
necessary in the future, so that future 
generations should not be able to accuse 
them of want of foresight. The plans 
that had been prepared were for a dock- 
yard of the most complete description. 
But it was not the intention of the 
Admiralty at once to construct the 
dockyard on so large a scale. Only 
the immediate needs of the Navy were 
to be considered. Still the works that 
were proposed in the present scheme 
would, in themselves, form a complete 
naval base. They included a closed 
basin of the largest size, 1,200 by 1,500 
feet, with an entrance lock which could 
be used as a dock itself in case ot 
necessity; a large graving dock; the 
necessary equipments of a repairing 
yard; railway connection with most of 
the railway systems of the country; and 
a considerable amount of foreshore 
dredging and reclamation in order to 
make the place accessible at all stages of 
the tide. The total cost was £2,500,000, 
which included the £200,000 that had 
already been voted for the preliminary 
works. 


The £70,000 in the Bill for Chatham was 
in the process of expenditure on the new 
river wall to the Medway, which was 
necessary in any case, whether the extet- 
sion was decided upon or not, for tle 
safety of the West Basin, because the 
existing wall showed signs of falling u. 
The new river wall would provide a large 


work. 





The House would observe that ther 
was a very short expenditure on gunne!! 
schools. The reason of that we 
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that there had been a _ modification 
of the original scheme. It was originally 
intended that gunnery schools were to 
be constructed entirely separate from 
naval barracks; but it was now proposed 
to incorporate the schools with the bar- 
racks; and this modification had led to 
considerable saving of expense. There 
was also a considerable saving under the 
head of superintendence charges. It had 
been decided, owing to the advanced 
state of the naval works now in progress, 
to amalgamate the Works Department 
and the Works Loan Department, which 
meant a saving in the cost of the staff 
while securing the advantage of unity 
of control. The retiring civil engineer- 
in-chief, Sir Henry Pilkington, deserved 
the greatest credit for the unbroken 
success of his designs and operations 
during the time he had presided over these 
works. He had carried out some of the 
argest engineering works of any period 
in the world’s history without a single 
failure of any sort or description. He 
asked those who criticised the increases 
on certain of the estimates to con- 
sider what immense  miscalculations 
had been made by the greatest 
civil engineers in outside practice. 
If hon, Members would consider the case 
of the widening of Kew Bridge, for 
instance, where the estimated cost was 
£118,000 and the lowest tender received 
£169,000, or the case of Manchester Ship 
Canal, where the estimate for works was 
£6,000,000, and two of the greatest con- 
tractors tendered for less than that sum, 
whereas the actual cost was over 
£10,000,000—— 
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Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, N.E.) 
suggested that the circumstances of 
that case were peculiar owing to the fact 
that for many miles of the cutting 
springs breaking out everywhere 
necessitated a total change in the work. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said the interrup- 
tion only proved his point, the frequent 
impossibility of foreseeing what the ex- 
pense would be. That was exactly what 
the Government were meeting with at 
Malta and other places at the present 
time. Those were matters they were 
naturally unable to foresee. He merely 
referred to these matters to show how 
unfair were the attacks which had been 
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made on the officers administering those 
great works, and because it was the last 
public opportunity of referring to the 
services of the civil engineer-in-chief, 
before he left his office, and he could not 
allow Sir Henry Pilkington and his staff 
to retire from their duties without 
paying a public tribute to the extra- 
ordinary and unbroken success of their 
labours during the past ten or fifteen 
yeatrs, 

Passing to other items, he said 
Gibraltar Harbour was now practically 
complete. The moles were finished 
the harbour itself was in use, and the 
dockyard was already in partial opera- 


794 


tion. No. 3 dock had already been 
opened and the two remaining docks 
would be opened early next year. This 


base for a great fleet would soon be in 
full use and would prove of the greatest 
assistance to the Navy as it would 
become the headquarters and chief base 
of the Atlantic Fleet. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
hon. Gentleman anticipate that Gib- 
raltar, with the very restricted area, 
will suffice for the wants of a large 
fleet ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I certainly antici- 
pate that it will suffice. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I refer to 
the land accommodation and its use as 
a@ repairing arsenal. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Yes, Sir, the 
dock accommodation and the shops in 
connection with them are on the largest 
scale, and they are quite sufficient for 
the needs of the Fleet for a long time 
ahead. 

On the question of the principle of 
these Bills, on which the Government 
had been somewhat ungraciously at- 
tacked, he proceeded to point out that 
the system of Loan Bills had been 
consistently sanctioned by the House, 
and there was no reason why the Govern- 
ment should abruptly depart from it in 
order to satisfy a strained view of 
national economy. However, the arrears 
of work were now nearing completion, 
and, therefore, the need for these Loan 
Bills was also coming to anend. He had 
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never concealed his own desire that they 
should be brought to an end as soon as 
that could conveniently be done, but it 
had not been practicable before now. 
This Bill marked a great step in that 
direction. The transference, however, of 
certain of this expenditure to the Votes, 
would, he warned the House, involve 
an increase of £340,000 or £550,000 in 
next year’s Naval Estimates. After 
the conclusion of this Bill there would 
st remain £4,000,000 to be provided 
for works already sanctioned, and 
that would have to be found by a 
succeeding Loan Bill. It had been 
objected that the totalexpenditure under 
this series of Bills was enormous, 
£32,000,000 in fact. He admiited that 
it was a large sum, and vet it was less 
than the total for the effective portion 
of only one year’s Naval Estimates. 
It had further been suggested by some 
critics that this expenditure was un- 


necessary and extravagant, but he 
asked the House to consider what 
the nation were getting for it in 


assets of permanent value. There were 
the great national harbours at Dover, 
Gibraltar, Malta, and Portland, the great 
dockyards at Gibraltar, Malta, the Cape 
of Good Hope, Bermuda, Keyham, 
Rosyth, and Hong-Kong. Then there 
were barracks, hospitals, and various 
naval extensions throughout the world, 
all tending to the comfort and efficiency 
of the Fleet, coaling facilities, which were 
so much needed, and other magnificent 
equipment not surpa sed anywhere in 
the world. These were great assets which 
the nation had obtained, and it was 
because he believed that this expenditure 
had been of the greatest possible value to 
the country, and directly contributory to 
the fighting efficiency of the Fleet and 
its readiness for war, that he confidently 
appealed to the House to pass this Bill. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
that on questions of naval policy he 
did not profess to be qualified to express 
an opinion, but there were points of 
policy connected with this measure he 


could not pass by unnoticed. The chief, 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 


{COMMONS} 
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was the question of the Chatham exten- 
sion and of the proposed dockyard at 
Rosyth. Two years since, when the 
Chatham extension was under discussion 
in this House, the Admiralty authorities, 
under pressure, stated that, although a 
tokensumof £50,000 alone wasasked for, the 
total estimated cost of the undertaking was 
£4,500,000. The Admiralty considered 
themselves at liberty during those two 
years to make contracts representing a 
larger sum than the preliminary expendi- 
ture authorised, but the Treasury declined 
to give their assent to the expenditure, 
and the result was that the hon. Centle- 
man now came down witha Bill including 
an item of £50,000 for the fulfilment of 
contracts entered into beyond the scope 
ofthe previous Bill. Now, as a matter 
of fact, the Admiralty had abandoned 
their large scheme for che extension 
of Chatham Dockyard and had _ put 
forward a tentative scheme for starting 
a dockyard at Rosyth. It struck him 
very forcibly they could not under 
these circumstances have any very great 
confidence in the stability of the policy 
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of the Admiralty. Only two years 
since both these large new works 
were advocated as desirable and even 


essential for the future of our Navy, 
but in the short space of two vears the 
Admiralty had apparently changed their 
plans. He did not think, therefore, the 
House should allow itself at the present 
moment to be committed to this ex- 
penditure of  £2,500,000 on _ the 
tosvth scheme. All they were asked to 
vote to-day was £200,00), and they had 
been told that that was to be spent on 
preliminary works. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: The land 


alene represents £120,000, 


*Mr. BUCHANAN understood that the 
remainder of the £200,000 would be 
spent on preliminary works. He thought 
the House ought not to commit itself and 
its successors to this Rosyth scheme 
without further consideration, and 
certainly not in the dying days of a 
Parliament and Ministry. He hoped the 
House would, at any rate, make it clear 
that it by no means considered that by 
passing this Bill it committed itself or 
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its successor to going on with this work. 
Reference had been made to the increases 
in total estimated cost of works in 
the present Bill as compared to their 
estimated cost in the Bill of 1903. 
Keyham was an old sinner in this 
respect. In 1897 the total cost was 
at £3,175,000; in 1903 it had increased 
up to £4,175,000; and now it had 
gone up to £4,500,000, and there was no 
security whatever that the final estimate 
had yet been reached. The same 
criticism held good with regard to Hong- 
Kong. where the estimated cost had 
increased from £575,000 in 1897 to 
The 
electric lighting item showed an increase 
from £1,250,000 to £1,500,000 as com- 
pared with last year, but he understood 
that the increase was really more than 
£250,000, because the cost of the electric 
plant at Hong-Hong had been taken out 
of this item. That being so, he would 
ask whether any other such transfers 
had been made. In any case, he 
wished to reiterate his protest against 
the inclusion of this item in the 
Bill at all. It was absurd that electric 
lighting plant should be paid for in the 
manner proposed. 


*Mx. ARTHUR LEE said that electric 
lighting plant represented a compara- 
tively small portion of the Estimate, the 
main part being for electric power. 


*\Mr. BUCHANAN contended thit 
whether for power or light any large 
commercial undertaking would pay for 
it from year to year. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE instanced the 
case of nearly all the municipal bodies ; 
which did exactly the opposite. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he was dealing 
with national finance, an] he strongly 
objected to the borrowing of money for 
this purpose. It was true there were 


certiin decreases in the present Bill, but | 
the only one of any magnitude was in | 
with Bermuda, where the | 


co.inection 
Estimate of the total cost was down by 
£100,000 in consequence of a change in 
naval policy, the remaining decreases 
being very small compared with the 
total cost. 
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On the financial side, he had stead- 
fastly opposed these Naval and Mili- 
tary Works Bills from the beginning, 
believing that they were unsound in 
principle and almost certain to lead 
to extravagance. They were unsound 
in principle because instead of meet- 
ing current expenses out of current 
revenue, they threw upon our successors 
burdens which we ought to bear. It 
was only necessary to look at the in- 
crease in Naval and Military Estimates 
during the list ten years to see what 
extravagance the system had caused 
both directly and indirectly. There had 
been created a large naval debt, a large 
military debt, and large debts for other 
purposes, which for twenty or thirty 
years the country would be laboriously 
engaged in paying off. What the 
opponents of the system had contended 
for was now largely acknowledged by 
the Government. The tw quoque argu- 
ment had been used. It was true 
the system was begun in 1895. He 
was not concerned to defend the 
principle of the Act of that year, but 
the Acts of both 1895 and 1896 con- 
tained limitations and mitigations of the 
system which had since completely dis- 
appeared, They were annual Acts, stress 
being laid on the importance of the House 
|of Commons having an annual oppor- 
|tunity of considering the progress of 
| the works, ani deciding whether or 
/not they should go onwiththem. They 
lalso proposed to carry out a definite 


| scheme which Members could under- 
not, however, con- 


| stand. He did 
tend that under no circumstances 


| whatever should money be borrowed for 
'large works of a permanent character. 
The right principle was, he thought, laid 
down in the Report of the Public 
_Accounts Committee last year, where 
the limitations under which such a 
course might be jnstifiable were set forth, 
and a strong desire expressed that 
| the system as a system should be brought 
'to a conclusion at the earliest possible 
moment. 





Since 1897 these Bills had become a 
|regular established financial practice. 
In that year the first Military Works 
Bill was introduced, and from that time 
onwards every two years fresh Bills had 
been brought forward, each for a larger 
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amount and with a longer schedule than 
its predecessor. In the schedule of the 
Finance Accounts these sums were 
euphemistically described ‘‘ other 
capital liabilities,’ and in 1898 they 
stood at £3,750,000. From that moment 
they had been advancing, the amounts 
being, in 1900, £10,090,000; in 1902, 
£20,000,000 ; in 1903, £27,500,000; in 
1904, £32,000,000; in 1905, £41,500,000 : 
and in 1906, if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer’s estimate was realised, 
the amount would be £50,000,000. That 
included borrowing for other purposes 
than navaland military works, | ut naval 
and military works were the principal 
offenders. That was the system which had 


as 


been developed in the last ten vears by | 
This financial poison | 


the Government. 
had entered into most other Departments. 
Tn the year 1897 the charges under “ other 
capital liabilities ” were £5,000,000, but in 
1905 these liabilities had gone up to 
£12,000,000. This showed that if once 


they lost the reins of financial control | 


in one Department it spread very rapidly 
in other Departments. 


This Bill proposed to inerease the 
total estimated cost of works by 
£500,000, and to expend in the 
rext two years £7,700,000; or rather 
to construct works to cost that sum, 
borrow the money, and leave the suc- 
cessors of the Government to pay the 
bill. What he complained of most was 


that this Bill represented no finality as | 
The Civil Lord had | 


regarded works. 
stated that the Government had con- 


cluded that this system should be brought | 


to an end at the earliest possible moment, 
but what were the Government coing ? 
They had been assured that this policy 
would be followed in regard to certain 
items in the new Bill, but what had 
happened ? The item for dredging was 
to be put upon the Estimates on April Ist, 
1906, because the total amount of money 
in hand would then be exhausted. So 
far that was an advance. With regard 
to coaling facilities there was a note which 
stated that that item would be put upon 
the Estimates but it did not say when, 
and for two years more, if not longer, 
money was to be borrowed for this pur- 
pose, Then there was the new dockyard 
at Rosyth which was to be put on the 
Estimates when the House of Commons 


Mr. Buchanan. 


{COMMONS} 
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consented to undertake this work, If 
the Government had really meant. busj- 
ness they could have taken a_ sub- 
stantial step in the direction of putting 
an end to this loan system. There was 
an unexpended balance of £1,869,000 on 
3lst March last which might have been 
used for the purposes of this Bill, and 
ithe additional sum that would be 
| necessary to carry on the works during 
| the current year could have been placed 
| onthe Navy Estimates. That would have 
been a substantial practical step. The 
| Civil Lord opposite did not deny that he 
/could have done that; in fact, that was 
| what was being done in regard to the 
| Army at the present moment. 
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They were told that £7,0'0,000 was the 
amount in hand under the Military Works 
Bill, and this was being spent this year and 
next year without any fresh authorisa- 
tion from Parliament at all. That wasa 
grave irregularity which ought to be 
stopped. The Admiralty had not 
availed themselves of the opportunity 
which had occurred of introducing the 
better practice, and the result was that 
the obligation of working out what the 
Civil Lord himself recognised to be the 
sound financial policy which should 
| govern the administration of the Admir- 
alty, and any unpopularity that would 
'ensue, would fall, not upon him, but 
upon his successors. The House and the 
country ought to take particular notice 
now of the fact that any increase 
that might take place hereafter upon 
Vote 10 of the Navy or Vote 8 of 
the Army was one of the consequences 
entailed by the extravagant and w- 
‘sound methods of finance which had 


‘been pursued during the last ten 
'vears by the present Government 
both in regard to the Army and 


the Navy. It was not the Admiralty 
but the Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
now and in past years was really 
responsible for this mischievous system, 
and, of all the Chancellors of the 
|Exchequer, the man who was really 
resp nsible and who was the greatest 


sinner of all was the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bristol. a 


& The serious effect of this system of 
| orrowing upon our national credit was 
reflected in the state of Consols and o! 
| other first-class securities. He did not 
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intend to suggest that the system was 
responsible for the whole o' the heavy 
fall in the value of these securities 
which had taken place since the war; 
but he did mean to assert that it was 
a large contributory cause to the con- 
tinued depreciation, and a continuous 
impediment in the way of a revival 
of the national credit. He said that 
so long as the Sinking Fund for the 
redemption of public debt was made 
ineffective by fresh borrowing it was 
hardly likely that the national credit 
would resume the position which they 
all desired, and to which it was entitled. 
He could quote many financial authorities 
in support of this statement. 


In the past two years many hon. 
Members had urged on the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and his predecessor 
the obligation, when the war was 
over, of endeavouring to lay before 
the country some clear and consistent 
scheme for the reduction of the great 
additional debt which had thereby been 
put on its shoulders. The right hon. 
(rentleman had never made any such 
proposal. He believed the people of 
the country would have borne with 
patience a large amount of war taxa- 
tion if it had been made clear t9 
them that the heavy taxation would be 
used to abate the burden of increased 
debt consequent upon the war. The 
Sinking Fund had been re-established, but 
there was no good in doing that unless 
the Sinking Fund was to be operative in 
the way of really paying off debt. 
What had taken place? While on the 
face of the accounts we appeared to be 
paying off six, seven, or eight millions with 
the one hand, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer ha! with the other hand been 
borrowing money to an equal, or even 
a greater, extent. The special debt had 
already increased since the war ended from 
£20,000,000 to £41,0C0.000, and it would 
amount to something like £50,000,000 at 
the expiry of the present vear. When 
the Sinking Fund was in active operation 
they would find Consols rising and 
the national credit improving. That was 
obvious to anyone who gave the most 
elementary consideration to the subject, 
and that was clearly one of the many 
reasons why this system of loan ex- 
penditure should be brought to an end at 
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the earliest possible date. Only in that 
way should we be able to get a revival of 
the national credit. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and the Department he 
represented had been exercising pressure 
on- the Government to bring this 
system to an end at a reasonable date. 
While the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had expressed his agreement with the 
substance of their contention he was 
really doing nothing practical, except 
preventing the further ex ension of the 
scheme by not allowing new items to be 
inserted in it. He would urge the right 
hon. Gentlemin to take further and 
immediate steps. He begged to move. 


Mr. LOUGH said that what he 
objected to was the position of the 
Government in regard to this most 
important matter. He thought the 
Prime Minister adopted the attitude 
towards this very grave subject, which the 
hon. Member opposite had adopted that 
day. The Government wanted to take 
credit for abandoning this system ‘of 
borrowing. They were not abandoning it 
at all, and this was as bad a Bill as he 
had ever seen. This was the sort of 
unintelligible attitude the Government 
were assuming at present in regard to 
these grave matters. He thought the 
description of it as a death-bed repentance 
was one that was perfectly justified. 
The Government had for the last ten 
years steadily pursued the _ policy 
which his hon. friend had so ably 
described, and now they were trying to 
get credit for abandoning it at a time 
when they had not the courage 
to abandon it. Since 1895 he had 
constantly opposed this policy on 
the occasion of the introduction of the 
Naval Works Biils. They had been 
informed that the Liberals were in power 
when the first Bill was brought in, and 
that therefore the Liberals were to blame 
for introducing a bad policy. The policy 
had now been abandoned in principle 
though not in practice. When the Bill 
was introduced in 1895 he joined his hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn in 
opposing it, and he voted against his 
own Government on the Bill in the only 
division that was taken upon it, During 
the last eleven years they had carried on 
this dreary campaign against the policy 
of these Loan Bills. The Government 
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said they had taken steps to bring this 
policy to an end though not in the 
Kstimates this vear. But the life of the 
Government was hanging on a thread and 
it might be cut short any week. The 
hon, Gentleman ought to remember his 
mortality, and instead of making good 
resolutions as to what was to be done 
twelve months hence it would he better 
to do something now. It appeared from 
what the hon. Member opposite said that 
it would be four vears hence before any 
change was made in the direction of 
adopting the sounder principle which they 
had taken in hand. When the hon. 
Member claimed credit for adopting a 
principle which could not come into 
operation for four years he was claiming 
far too much virtue. 


The expenditure estimated in this 
Bill was not complete, because the 
whole of the expenditure on Rosyth 


{COMMONS} 


had not been included. The right 
hon. Gentleman had no right to. 
tell the Liberal Government or any 


Government which would succeed the | 


present one to provide for the Rosyth 
expenditure on their Estimates. They 
had already borrowed under this policy 
£27,000,000, and after the passing of 
this Bill £8,000,000 more would 
require to be borrowed before the nation 
could adopt the sounder system. The 


hon. Gentleman spoke as if it were | mn er 
| that is, a Budget containing expenditures which 


quite easy to turn over this new leaf, but 
it would be increasingly difficult to do 
so. There appeared in the Estimates no 


less than £1,000,000 for paying interest | 


on the loans already incurred, and next | ; 8 
; y i | nothing Jess than that the sinking funds pro- 


year it would be increased by £400,000. 


In two or three years the total amount | 
which would have to be provided in| 


Vote 10 would be £2,060,000 for running 
off these loans. He asked the House to 
consider the difficulty which future 
Boards of Admiralty would be placed in. 
They would be asked to provide for 
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an even greater blow in this way than if 
| the money were paid out of taxes. It 
| would have been a far less evil to the 
| country if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| had had the courage to put on a tax to 
| pay his way as he went rather than 
‘borrow. Of course he would not have 
been able to produce such a good Budget 
if he had done that, but taxes should not 
'be taken off unless the finances of the 
country warranted that being done. 
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It had been said that debates on the 
Kstimates never promoted economy, 
He thought it was the debates which had 
taken place in that House that had pro- 
moted any economy that there had been 
during the last ten years. Where had 
the subject of the Loans Bill been discussed 
except in that House, and in one or two 
speeches outside the House? The 
Treasury did nothing to g°t rid of this 
cipital expend:ture. They wanted to have 
something practical done. He con- 
tended that the agit ition in tat House, 


| which had extended out of doors, had 


compelled tie Governincnt to make a 
promise or tre.ty in regard to these 
Works Loans Bil's. He would quote 
from a remarkable speech made on this 
subje.t on June 7th by Mr. E. Speyer, at 
a meeting cf the Institute of Bankers. 
That gentleman said— 


‘In recent years, the ordinary Budget has 


been supplemented by an extraordinary Budget, 


are provided for out of capital. In the past 
year these expenditures have amounted to 
£8,114,000, and to complete the works an 
additional sum of over £25,000 000 has yet to 
be borrowed. This capital expenditure means 


vided for the redemption of debt have not been 
used for that purpose at all, but have in 
reality, in recent years, been used for providing 
expenditure upon nava! and military works, ete. 
The continuance of these capital outlays, if 
they are financed by fresh borrowings, will 
prevent any reduction of the debt of tiie 


| country for several years.” 


current works out of the expenditure of | 


the year, and at the same 
would have to provide £2,009,000 in 
connection with these loans. It 
would therefore be exceedingly difficult 
for the successors of the present 
Government to turn over a new leaf. 
The Government thought they were re- 
lieving the country by borrowing, but 
as a matter of fact the country received 
Mr, Lough. 


time | 


And Mr. Spever concluded by saying 
that— 

“The practice is altogether indefensible, and 
no well-managed commercial house would con- 
sider itself justified in creating an account of this 
character. Why should a State act differently 
from any commercial concern that is conducted 
on sound lines? If these extra expenditures 
for unproductive purposes are absolutely 
necessary, the country should be told, and the 
Government of the day shoald come forward 





boldly and raise taxation accordingly.” 
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Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) drew 
attention to the fact that there were not 
forty Members present, 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 
House ior the luncheon hour. 


Mr. LOUGH, continuing his speech, 
said the quotation from Mr. Spever 
which he read just before the House 
adjourned was very extraordinary in- 
dependent testimony from a man who 
had no place in the political arena, in 
favour of the principle which they were 
now advocating. In his opinion it was 
a monstrous thing on the part of the 
Admiralty to compare the expenditure 
on naval and military works with 
municipal expenditure, because those 
works were not of a  remunerative 
character, as were those for which 
borrowings were made by local authorities. 
He thought it would be much safer if 
the Government adopted the principle 
of providing for this expenditure on the 
Votes as it came along. The hon. Mem- 
ber representing the Admiralty spoke of 
Sir William Harcourt, and quoted Sir 
William’s reasons for introducing the 
Naval Works Bill, which were that many 
of the works were of a permanent 
character and that therefore the Govern- 
ment was entitled to borrow for them. 
But many of these works were not of a 
permanent character. Encroachments 
of the sea entailed considerable ex- 
pense of maintenance of such works, 
and there was no proof that these 


works would be always useful. The 
whole history of these works had 
been the abandonment of them, and 


the hon. Gentleman would not deny 
that even now the Government were with- 
drawing troops and naval forces from 
many harbours in the Empire. There- 
fore these works could not be described 
as permanent. They now understood 
that this system of Naval Works Bills 
was te be brought to an end; that 
within a certain period all this series of 
building operations would be brought to 
aconclusion. This death-bed repentance 
on the part of the Government was in 
order that the Government might get some 
credit for at last adopting the principle 
which the Opposition had so long advo- 
cated. 


{28 Juny 1905} 


Works Bill. 806 


was this repentance an honest and sincere 
repentance ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said it was nct 
repentance at all, and the Government 
wished to take no credit whatever. 


Mr. LOUGH contended that the argu- 
ment that it was necessary to borrow for 
the last ten years but that it would not 





be necessary to do so in the coming ten 
years, ought net to be accepted. The 
works at Rosyth were quite as large and 
would be just as costly as any works 
that had been undertaken under this 
Bill. The hon. Gentleman contemplated 
that £2,500,000 would be spent at Rosyth, 
and if what the hon. Gentleman had said 
was correct and the Government had 
arranged for this huge expenditure at 
Rosyth to come upon the Estimates, why 
was not the same course adopted in the 
case of Gibraltar, Dover, and all the other 
places mentioned in the Bill? The 
Government borrowed for the works at 
Dover Harbour, but they were throwing 
on their successors the burden of pro- 
viding for the expenditure at Rosyth, 
which was to come upon Vote 10. It 
was for these reasons that he contended 
that the conversion of the Government 
at the eleventh hour to this sound principle 
of providing for the expenditure as they 
went along was not an honest conversion. 
They had still their eyes on the flesh-pots. 
If they had hal a new lease of power 
nothing would have been heard of this 
proposal, and it was only because the 
Government had come to the end of their 
tether, and had become aware of the out- 
cry that was being made upon this 
matter, that they pretended now to 
adopt a more sound system of finance. 
He hoped that those who had fought 
against this Bill all along would continue 
the struggle. 





The Civil Lord had stated that the 
present Government were not res- 
|ponsible for the adoption of this 
principle. He quite agreed that a 
Liberal Government brought in the 
first Naval Works Bill in 1895. Liberal 
| Governments did not always succeed in 
adopting the wisest course, and though 
they were far in front of Conservatives in 
| this respect they might occasionally slip 





But what he wished to know was, | into the mistake of adopting an unsound 
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policy. The difference in the two Parties 
lay in the fact that while the rank and 
file of the Radical Party would soon 
see that the policy was unsound and 
would correct it in a very short time, 
the followers of the Government would 
never correct it at all. The Liberals 
introduced a Bill for £8,000,000 in 1895. 
What did the Conservatives do ? They did 
not, when they came into power, reduce 
it, they continued the policy and made 
it first £16,000,000, then £24,000,000, 
and now it was £32,000,000. In this 
matter he stood independent of both 
Parties. He was the preacher of pure 
principle. He voted against this Bill 
in 1895, and if the Liberals intended to 
continue these borrowings in the future 
he should oppose them as firmly as he 
had done in the past. His course had 
been consistent. He had opposed the 
Bill of 1895, moved the rejection cf the 
Bills of 1897 and 1899, and had sup- 
ported the hon. Member who moved 
the rejection of the Bill of 1903, and he 
would not in future give a vote in favour 
of these Naval Works Bills. Although 
he had suffered in the past at the hands 
of his friends for the course he pursued, 
and particularly at the hands of his 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, who always supported 
the Government, even that right hon. 
Gentleman had now come to his opinion 
and was now opposing this Bill him- 
self. The right hon. Baronet admitted 
that he had now got at the root of 
this matter and had become a convert, 
and on the Motion that this Bill should 
go into Committee he told against it. He 
himself did not believe that because a 
considerable expenditure was required to 
be made at a particular time they were 
justified in putting the burden of pay- 
ment on posterity, and he thought the 
new tone which was now adopted outside 
with regard to this policy was entirely 
due to those who had fought against it 
on both sides of the House. A steady 
resistance had to be offered to this policy 
because it was not yet concluded. He 
did not wish hon, Gentlemen on the 
Liberal side of the House to suppose that 
they could again resort to this principle 
of expenditure which had been disastrous 
to national finance and had resulted in 
great extravagance. Every Government 
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principle that whatever was wanted for 
expenditure should be taken out ef the 
provision made for the year, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the 
words ‘this House declines to agree to the 
Second Reading of a Bill which, by continuing 
for a further period the system of loan expendi- 
ture for Naval Works, renders the Sinking 
Fund ineffective, and injures the credit of the 
country’ °— (Mr. Buchanan) instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “That tbe words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he congratulated the Civil Lord 
upon the manner in which he had dis- 
charged a task of unusual difficulty. The 
hon. Gentleman must have realised that 
circumstances hid changed in regard to 
these matters, and that what used to he 
an easy thing had become to-day an 
extremely difficult one—and it was a 
very difficult thing to-day to piss 
this Bill through the House. It was no 
longer the details of the schedules cf these 
Naval Works Bills that were important. 
It was the financial principle of the 
measure that was at stake. It was on 
the Second Reading and not upon the 
Committee stage that the important 
discussions took place. He now desired 
to ask for some information upon three 
items as to which only token Votes had 
been taken. The hon, Gentleman had 
said very little about the coastguards 
except to give the additional expenditure, 
were they to look at that item as the 
result of a change of policy, because he 
was rather surprised to find this item 
rather more swollen than any in the Bill. 
The other two items to which he wished 
to refer were Rosyth and the Chatham 
extension. As to Rosyth, he was unable 
to understand the position of the 
Admiralty. At this moment the Vote 
for Rosyth, which was a token Vote of 
£200,000 in 1903, was now a substantive 
Vote of the same amount. They were 
now told that the sum was to be em- 
ployed in preliminary expenditure. The 
sum which was to be spent on the works 
of Rosyth was £2,300,000 in addition to 
this £200,000, and that amount was to be 


should have forced upon them the! thrown on the Estimates. He took it, 


Mr. Lough. 
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therefore, that substantive expenditure on | 
Rosyth was not to begin until the | 
preliminary expenditure had come to an | 
end, 
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mates or by Bill, but he thought there 
was a good deal of force in the argument 
as to the change of ciccumstances. Sir 


| William Harcourt based the Bill of 


1895 broadly on the greund that the 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: At the earliest 
possible moment. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that this Bill provided for preliminary 
expenditure only. Therefore, substantive 
expenditure on Rosyth could not begin till 
after the money had been voted next year. 
But the scheme was so vague that, having 
regard t» what had occurred in the case 
of Chatham, he could not look with anv 
confidence to the future of Rosyth. The 
great Chatham extension scheme was 
the principal item of the Loan Bill of 
1903. Now the House learned that that 
scheme had been abandoned. This vast 
change of policy must affect the other 
schemes, and, therefore, he could not 
believe in the future of Rosyth. What 
confidence could the House of Commons 
have in an Admiralty thit came to the 
House with vast projects in iulfilment 
of a certain naval policy and then two 
years afterwards discarded the projects in 
obedience to another policy ? 


It was not for those who, ten years ago, 
either as members of the Government or 
of the predominant Party in the House at 
that time, brought in and supported 
the first Naval Works Bill, to denounce 
the principle of borrowing for such works 
as intolerable. He certainly was not 
going to make any such recantation, but 
he held himself no more responsible for 
borrowing established by the Naval Works 
Act of 1895 than he now held the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty and the Civil Lord 
opposite responsible for the financial 
policv of the present Bill. It was not 
the Admiralty, but the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for the time being who 
was responsible for the way in which 
the money for naval works was to 
be raised, The Admiralty knew little 
and cared less about the matter. What the 
Admiralty had to do was to advise what 
works would be necessary. It was then for 
the Cabinet to decide, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to say whether the 
money should be directly under the Esti- 


works proposed were not only necessary, 
but urgently necessary, and that, as 
the resources of taxation were practically 
exhausted, the first steps of these works 
must be aided by the borrowing powers 
of the Government. Since then, how- 
ever, the scale of naval works had 
increased enormously, and they had 
now two parallel Budgets placed before 
the House, one dependent on the 
Estimates, and the otber the irregular 
Budget created by the various Loan Acts. 
The result was that there was no real 
paying off of borrowed money, but a 
gradual increase of debt. The extension 
of the system, not on naval works alone, 


but in other directions and on other 
services, had been so great that he 


thought the time had come to call a 
halt. 


His hon. friend who had moved the 
Amendment that day was met half-way 
by the Government, but met in such 
a way that he had been left in some 
embarrassment as to what their policy 
really was. He understood from the 
Answer given to him a few days ago by 
the Civil Lord that it was the intention 
of the Government that this should be 
the last Naval Works Bill. Now, how- 
ever, he was told that that was not so, 
and he did not know where they stood. 
The Prime Minister had taunted them 
with being ungracious because they 
offered opposition to the earlier stages of 
thit Bill, which he suggested was conced- 
ing for the first time the principle asserted 
by hon. Members on the Opposition 
benches. The Civil Lord had repeated 
that phrase but now it transpired that 
it was not conceded and that there were 
to be more Loan Bills at some future day. 
What was the financial situation? The 
amount of the expenditure authorised by 
the whole series of Bills, including this 
Bi!l, and the substantive expenditure at 
Rosyth, was £34,500,000. The borrow- 
ing power already in existence was 
£21,809,000, leaving at this minute, be- 
fore this Bill passed, at least £12,700,000 
to be provided for. In round figures, 
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£5,800,000 was to be authorised by this 
Bill, and that left a further balance of 
£6,900,000, including Rosyth. He had | 
understood it was to be the policy of the | 
Government that the balance outstanding | 
at the end of the two years provided for 


by this Bill was to be thereafter thrown | 
But | 


entirely on the Naval Estimates. 
now they were told that that was not so. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he had stated | 
that certain portions of this meney would 
be thrown on the Naval Estimates; but 
they could not bind their successors 
beyond the two years of the Act. There 


. eo. | 
would be a certain sum remaining to be | 


found after the two years, and it would 
remain for their successors to determine | 
how it should be raised. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he | 
had thought this was to be the last of 
the borrowings ; he now found it was | 


only the last of the present Government’s | 
That indeed reduced the | 


borrowings. 


scheme of the Government to very small | 


dimensions, 


Mr. GIBSON Bt:WLES: Do 
intend to borrow 2 


you | 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he | 


had beencompletely misled. The Govern- 
ment were simply seeking to pass their 
obligations on to their successors, He | 
complained of the absence of the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer. 


growing burden that was being created 


by these loans. He argued that all the 
circumstances that would justify the 


stopping of borrowing 
would justify it now, and it was 
obligatory on the Government to make 
out the case for their failure to stop it 
now. Now that he saw the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer present he hoped the 
House would hear from the hon. Gentle- 
man why it was that the contemplated 
change of policy with regard to borrow- 


ings had not been announced at the time | 
of the Budget. No hint was given themat | 


that time that so important a change 
was to be proposed. Why were they 
now only seeking to carry it out piece- 
meal? No great harm would be done | 
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hand, and before anything further was 
done they ought to learn from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if this 
policy was to be applied also to military 
and other works. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
had listened with unexampled patience 
and, he hoped, with some profit to the 
‘long speech of the hon. Member. But 
‘he confessed that it left him sad. 
He had taken the hon. Gentleman to be 
one of those able Scotsmen who cime 
|South in order to teach an ignorant 
people how to pay their way without 
getting into debt. Instead of that, the 
| hon. Gentleman had avowed himself one 

of the inventors and patentees of this 
'very vicious system of borrowing, and 
“Ted” the House to understand that when 
he came into office he would continue it. 
| Personally he had always voted against 
‘this system. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Did 
you vote against the first Bill? 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
‘thought he did. He certainly had 


| voted against the last Government on 
| questions of that sort, and he was not 
sure he was not one of the tellers. He 
had not altered his opinions. The hon. 
Gentleman had led the House to expect 

‘that when he came into office he would 
| continue this system ? 


He thought | 
they ought to have some estimate of the | 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he sup- 
posed they were to take it. then, that the 
hon. Gentleman was not going to borrow 
and his only fear was that when ignorant 
people saw the Navy Votes going up 
they would turn him out of office. 
The hon, Gentleman also complained, he 
thought, a little unfairly of the absence 
of Ministers. In the stress and strain 
of modern life and the consequent waste 
of tissue, the week-end holiday had 
become absolutely necessary to states- 
men of eminence, and he for one re- 
| cognised it was the inevitable for 
| them to give Friday to motoring, Satur- 
| day to “golf, and Sunday to bridge. 
He therefore would not complain that 


if this Lill were rejected, for the Admir- | he had no audience of Ministers : in fact, 


alty already had nearly £2,000,000 in| 


Mr. Edmund Robertson 


he would be content to make his speech 








Oo ct 


~~ — Mm CP 


—-~ ee | 


cr e 





813 Naval 


to the hon. Gentleman alone. No doubt 
this was a most important question ; 
it involved a matter which was the very 
marrow of finance. When they passed 
this Bill, the expenditure of this 
£5,800,000 would escape for ever from 
them, they would never have an oppor- 
tunity of revising it, and, to adopt 
Kipling’s words, they would only have to 
“Pay, pay, pay.” 


He would for a few moments, with 
the permission of the House, wander 
into the region of strategy. He was an 
humble student of strategy, which he 
had always understood to be merely the 
application of common sense to the 
problems of naval and military warfare. 
Never was a country so well placed 
for naval strategy as this. It divided 
Europe into two parts, which it pre- 
vented from joining forces against us, 
Yet its own sea apyroaches were so 
numerous that they could never be 
closed by an enemy. In Plymouth it 
had the finest port for action in southern 
Europe. Chatham was equally well- 
fitted for naval action in northern 
Europe; and it possessed most special 
advantages as a naval port. It was 
completely defended by the sands and 
shoals at the mouth of the Thames from 
anything like torpedo attack. It was 
close to our other great naval arsenals, 
Portsmouth and Plymouth. As com- 
pared with Rosyth it had the incompar- 
ably best situation. It would be sug- 
vested that the enormous and ex- 
travagant expenditure on Dover was 
intended to make that port replace 
Chatham. It never could do so, for 
Dover could be bombarded from half- 
way across the Channel by movable 
vessels. Moreover, Dover had no dock- 
vard and could not have any. Then let 
them compare the value of Chatham and 
‘osyth as strategical stations. Un- 
doubtedly for the purpose of operations 
against all the northern coast of Europe, 
from Calais to the Baltic, Chatham was 
the better situated. The two were equi- 
distant from the Baltic, but Chatham 
was a hundred miles nearer the mouth 
of the Elbe, and 200 nearer the mouth 
of the Scheldt, either of which we might 
have to blockade, and therefore nearer 
the intervening area where naval actions 
were probable, and it was infinitely 
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{28 Juty 1905} 


Works Bill, 814 


better situated in the event of action 
being necessary in the South of Europe. 
The merits of Chatham were recognised 
a year or two since, and the Government 
proposed to spend £4,500,000 there, but 
that policy had now been abandoned, 
and £2,500,000 was instead to be spent 
at Rosyth. The change was immense. 
It was capital. It was sudden. But if 
our official strategists thus quickly 
varied strategy must indeed be an 
uncertain science, and the strategist a 
man who could not be relied on to 
hold the same opinion for six months, 


It was proposed to spend £2,500,000 
on Rosyth, but he felt certain that if 
the vast works that were contemplated 
were carried out the expenditure would 
certainly be £5,000,000 and _ possibly 


£7,500,000. They had the example 
of Gibraltar before them. The works 
there were originally to cost only 
£1,500,000. As a fact they had 
cost nearly £5,000,000. He had 


another objection to the attempt to 
bind the House to an_ expenditure 
of £2,500,000 on Rosyth. The demand 
at present for Rosyth was a modest one, 
but his hon. friend knew very well that 
the great outlay that was incurred at 
Gibraltar was for the purpose of com- 
pleting much less costly works which had 
been authorised. When more money was 
required fur Rosyth it would be argued 
that works which had been commenced 
must be finished. The hon. Gentleman 
had said that the Rosyth scheme was 
complete as it stood. Every scheme was 
complete as it stood. The Gibraltar 
scheme was complete as it first stood, 
and as it first stood he himself had 
approved of it. But afterwards it was 
trebled by other schemes complete as 
they stood, which he held to be not only 
unnecessary but dangerous, and in the 
end they had been called upon to spend 
other £3,500,000 on that scheme. 


Let him call attention to the extreme 
vice of ths method of committing 
the House to large expenditure by 
means of a token Vote. The Public 
Accounts Committee in their Report 
last year said they were of opinion 
that Parliament should not be asked 
on a token Vote of a few thousand 
pounds to commit itself to the con- 
struction of new works, the total cost 
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of which might run into millions, and of | 
which not even an approximate estimate | 
was submitted. That was exactly | 
what they were asked to do now. They 
were asked to vote £200,000 for Rosyth, ’ 
as a token Vote, and thereby to 
commit the House to a_ large ex- 
peaditure of which no final or ultimate 
estimate had been given. Part of the 
hon. Gentleman’s speech dealt with the 
impossibility of giving final and ultimate 
estimates for works of this sort. 


system of 
that the 


The defence of the 
proceeding by loan was 
expenditure represented permanent 
works. There was nothing in this 
world that ,was permanent unless it 
was the retention of office by the 
occupants of the Front Bench, but, of 
all things, the least permanent were 
naval works of every description. He 
did not shrink from using these words. 
His hon. friend had had the assur- 
ance to try to persuade the House 
that dredging was a _ permanent 
work. Nothing was less permanent, 
not a backetful of mud could be 
dredged without another bucketful 
immediately beginning to fill its place. 
An example of that might be seen 
in the Thames opposite that House. 


The river was always occupied 
by dredgers trying to deepen the 
channel. An enormous sum_ had 


been spent upon Chatham, which was 
now to be practically abandoned. Where 
then was the permanence? Might not 
that happen to any of these works ? 
Chatham was to be abandoned, and in 
its place was to be put this Scottish 
upstart of Rosyth. Fortifications, and 
docks, and repairing shops were all 
non-permanent. His firm conviction, 
derived from the experience of Japan, 
was that the future would not be for 
the permanent repairing shops in the 
arsenal nor for the dock to receive the 
ships. The future would, he believed, 
b>'ong to the repairing ships to 
accompany the Navy, and, as far 
as docks were concerned, the future 
would belong to the floating dock. 
Japan had been warring with their 
navy for two years, and during 


the whole of that time all the repairs | 


had been carried on either on board 


the ships or on board repairing ships, | House. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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and if they had gone into dock it had 
been to clean their bottoms. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tar EX. 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) was understood to 
dissent. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer seemed to doubt 
the assertion. Would the right hon, 
Gentleman get up and contradict it ? He 
believed his statement would be found 
entirely accurate. It was undoubted that 
enormous service had been rendered to 
the Japanese Navy by their repairing 
ships, and it was in the direction of pro- 
viding repairing ships, and not docks, 
that he should like to see either the 
Estimates or the Naval Works Bill go. 
But supposing that these naval arsenals 
were permanent, why should they 
be paid for by the system of loans? 
Formerly such works were paid for out of 
revenue. These were not the first naval 
arsenals we had had. One of the items 
for which it was proposed to borrow was 
electric plant. No gentleman would 
borrow to have gas fittings put in his 
house. But really the most humorous 
touch of all was that the House was asked 
to borrow over £1,000,000 tor the salaries 
of those who were to conduct the works, 
superintendents, and so forth. Whoever 
heard of borrowing to pay the salaries of 
your emp'oyees? The Public Accounts 
Committee in one of their Reports for the 
year 1904 said— 

“Your Committee entertain serious doubts 
as to the financial method by which naval 
works are provided for by means of loans. The 
same remark applies, of course, to military 
works, and other similar loan services. For 
special works of permanent character and large 
cost it may, as an exceptional measure, be de- 
sirable to provide by loan repayable within a 
limited number of years. But the resort to such 
procedure should be the exception, not the rule. 
In recent years, annual or biennial Military 
and Naval Works Acts have become a regular 
part of military and naval finance. Your 
Committee would deprecate the continuance of 
this practice. They believe it would be more 
in accordance with sound rules of finance and 
would tend te simplify the national accounts 
and maintain an efficient control over expendi- 
ture if the bulk of these services were included, 
as formerly, in the annual Estimates.” 


That really represented the arguments 
he had endeavoured to place before the 
The Government indeed, did 
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not dispute that pari of the argument. 
They admitted the system of borrow- 
ing to be bad, but, like St. Augustine, 
they cried, “Oh, Lord, convert m», 
but not yet.’ In fact they bettered 
S:. Augustine, because he prayed to 
be converted during his life, but His 
Majesty’s Government only intended 
to be converted after their death. 
They said, ‘‘ We have been as extravagant 
and as wicked as we could be; we have 
wallowed in debt. We have added 
during our ten years term of office 
£235,000,000 to the whole liabilities 
of the country. But when we change 
sides you Shall see what economical 
persons we are.. You shall find us 
always voting with the Member for 
King’s Lynn and against the Naval 
Works Bill.’ He said that all these 
charges for naval works ought to come 
on the Estimates, and further, that if 
they were not going to put them on 
the Estimates it would be better even 
to add them to the Funded Debt of the 
country than to make them out of a 
special debt of this sort, although it 
had a sinking fund of its own—a debt 
which was not subject to the ordinary 
tules of the Funded Debt. 


This Bill was to authorise the bor- 
rowing of £5,800,000, but the liability 
to which the House was asked to 
commit the nation amounted to a 
great deal more. In the first place, there 
was the £2,300,000 to which the Heuse 
would commit the country for Rosyth; 
then there had to be added—he was not 
talking now of the Sinking Fund—the 
interest which would accrue on this loan 
during thirty years amounting to over 
3,000,000. Consequently, what they 
were asked to charge on the country now 
was not only £5,800,000, but a total 
liability of something over £11,000,000. 
Thit was what was at stake in this Bill. 
It would be better and cheaper to 
put the £5,800,000 on the Estimates. 
There was an extreme and special laxity 
in the finance of this Department. They 
thought nothing of spending half a 
million before they had the contracts 
before them, and it was particularly a 
Department that ought not to be trusted 
with the expenditure of large sums of 
money to be raised in this way. He was 
strongly opposed to the Bill. He had 
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voted against the Resolution in Committee, 
and he would vote against the Bill now 
as a matter of duty. They were told 
by the Prime Minister the other day 
that the opinion of Parliament was some- 
times worth nothing at all, but when 
that opinion was expressed on the Second 
Reading of a measure of this kind he 
thought that it must be considered 
that here at least the opinion was 
of some value. Mr. Mantalini was once 
served with a writ for £100 14s. O$d., 
and on looking at it he said, ‘‘ Oh, the 
ha’penny be dem’d.” The Government 
might ‘‘ dem” the £100, of the Lind Com- 
mission on which they treated their defeat 
with contempt, but even theycould hardly 
“dem” such a sum as £5,800,000. It was 
because the sum to be ultimately raised 
was so much greater than appeared from 
the Bill, because of the method in which 
it was proposed to raise the money, 
because the Admiralty ought not to be 
trusted, uncontrolled by the review of 
that House, with the expenditure of such 
large sums of money, and because of the 
accumulated vices of this Bill, that he 
would deem it his duty to vote against 
the Second Reading. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he did not propose to follow the 
hon. Gentleman on the subject of strategy, 
which he appeared to put in a most 
convincing manner. The Admiralty 
had such weight with the Government, 
with this House, and with the public at 
large, that it was perfectly clear any pro- 
posals they made were sure to be accepted, 
and he did not propose to criticise the 
works in themselves. He proposed to 
address himself to the question: How 
should the money be provided? Was it 
right that the money should be provided 
by loin or out of the Estimates of the 
year ? He did not think that in the 
course of the debate it had been men- 
tioned that out of the sum of £5,800,000 
to be raised by this Bill only £1,000,000 
was needed for spending in the course of 
the current financial year. In the Navy 
Estimates for this year there was a 
reduction of about £3,000,000. It would, 
therefore, have been perfectly possible for 
the Government, had they been content 
to make a reduction of only £2,000,000, 
to put all the year’s expenditure on the 
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Estimates instead of ‘ncluding it in this 
Bill. He asserted that the advantage 
of paying our way as we went along was 
overwhelming. Consols at present stood 
at 90. He admitted the importance of 
having naval bases for our Empire, but 
the best naval base it could have was 
Consols at 100. If we could borrow 
cheaply we had a better defence than 
anything that could be put forward at 
any given moment. We could not carry 
on war successfully for any length of 
time unless we could raise money cheaply, 
and it was of greater importance to 
restore our credit to 2} per cent. than 
to go on borrowing for the purpose of 
erecting naval bases, 


At the end of this year the Govern- 
inent would have raised, and still 
have unpaid off, no less a sum than 
£49,000,000 in respect of what was 
called bor owing on capital eccount. 
These total borrowings this year, amount- 
ing to £9,000,000, would nullify altogether 
the operation of the Sinking Fund. In 
this system of borrowing the Navy had 
been the worst offender, and he blamed 
the Treasury for permitting the practice 
to continue. 
delivered on July 25th, 1904, in the de- 
bate on the Finance Bill, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said— 

“He gathered that hon. Gentlemen were rather 
anxious that the growth of small borrowings 
should be closely watched, and that they should 
not be made a permanent annual part of our 
financial system. In that hope and wish he 
was very much in accord with the Members 
opposite, but he was bound to point out that 
the works already sanctioned by Parliament, 
and which had been begun, were coming to an 
end. They had overtaken the arrears out of 
which they arose, and it would not be necessary 
to ask Parliament to make provision for them 
again.” 

The only construction he could put on 
that language was that in 1904 it was the 
intention of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer not to introduce if he were 
in office this year another Naval Works 
Bill. He had been subsequently told 
that the right hon. Gentleman’s language 
did not bear that construction. He was 
told in the first place that the right hon. 
Gentleman was referring there to new 
works which had not been sanctioned, 
but that he did not pledge himself not 
to sarction payment in this way for 
works already undertaken. He did not 


Mr. McKenna. 


{COMMONS} 
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think that the words as they stood would 
admit of that explanation, but, even if 
the words were incorrect, he still thought 
that the right hon: Gentleman’s action 
with regard to Rosyth showed that he 
had at any rate some intention of not 
continuing by the Naval Works Bill 
paymert for works already begun. 
When he raised this question he was 
told that Rosyth was merely a small 
affair—£200,000 out of a total Estimate 
of £2,500,000. But there were exactly 
parallel cases in regard to the Votes for 
coastguard stations, and for dock ex- 
tension at Simon’s Bay, ard it did 
appear to him that there was a doubt 
ip the minds of the Government at one 
time whether there should be another 
Naval Works Bill introduced this year. 
These two illustrations showed that there 
had been some doubt as to what would 
be the Government’s policy in future, 
He would give the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer an illustration of what he 
meant. The right hor. Gentleman, 
speaking this year on the coal tax, said 
that he deprecated it, that there were 
many arguments against it, that he 
thought it was a tax which should be 
inquired into, and that, if circumstances 
warranted next year, it should not be 
continued. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was unwilling to allow words to 
pass which might be quoted ageinst 
him afterwards. These words did not 
quite correctly represent what he said. 
What he said was that it was a tax 
of an exceptional character, the effect 
of which should be watched, but as far 
as it had gore at present he saw no 
reason for withdrawing it. If circum. 
stances changed he said that the position 
should be considered. 


Mr. McKENNA said it appearet 
to him that the summary he gave was 
very similar to what the right hon. 
Gentleman now said. The language 
used by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in 1905 would leave him free to oppose 
the coal tax next year tooth and nail. 
In the same way the language used by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer last 
year in regard to these borrowings left 
him free to oppose apy other Bill intro- 
duced on the same principle. Wher 
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the right hon. Gentleman uttered that | 
language he expect2d an early election 

and that he would be confronted on th: 

Treasury Bench with hon. and right hon. 

(tentlemen who were now on this side of | 
the House. The right hon. Gentlemin 
wished to be able to say that he made 
speeches in which he deprecated these 
borrowings, but it happened that he still 
found himself on the Treasury Bench, and 
h2 allowed a Naval Works Bill to be 
introduced with the best gracs he could. 
He thought the Government should make 
up their minds regardless of a dissolution. 
The House was entitled to know whether 
the Government intenled to continue 
this principle of borrowing, even if they 
were on thit bench. He begged the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to state, no 

matter when the dissolution might be, 

what was the financial policy of the. 
Government. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN siid 
that he had taken a perfectly consistent 
attitude in regard to these borrowings 
for capital expenditure ever since he had 
held office. In his Budget statement 
this year he said— 

‘*T have more than once expressed my own 
view to the Committee that, however neces- 
sary it was to have recourse to this method to 
make good the arrears of past years or to meet 
circumstances of an exceptional and extra- 
ordinary kind, it ought not to form part of 
our permanent financial system. We have, of 
course, still to complete the works which Parlia- 
ment has already sanctioned, and to take what- 
ever steps are necessary in order to fulfil the 
obligations which Parliament has already in- 
curred; but I hope that it will not be neces- 
sary to extend the programme which has 
already been approved. I hold that this 
procedure should be reserved for exceptional 
occasions.” 

That was his considered conclusion, and 
ever since he had be2n Chance'lor of the 
Exchequer he had striven to conduct 
financial policy on those lines. Even as 
Financial Secretary ‘to the Treasury he 
placed similar opinions on record in 
regard to the Naval Works Bill.. ,-*3 


'y These Bilis had their origin in two c’r- | 
cumstances. In the first place, with the 
great expansion of the matérie! and per- | 
sonnel of the Navv which went on during 
the ten years previous to 1895 there had 
been no corresponding expansion in the 
Works Vote, and therefore great arrears | 
had accumulated in the items charged to | 
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that Vote. At the same time, there had 
been a great change in the matériel — 
The 
development of torpedo warfare had 
wholly altered the conditions attaching 
to the security of certain naval anchor 
ages. One of our great historic anchor- 
ages was the Downs. Now it would no 
longer be possible for a fleet to lie there, 
and consequently the proposal with 
respect to Dover Harbour was made. 
Simultaneously there was a great ex- 


' pansion in the personnel of the Fleet. It 


was not possible t» provide for all those 
men in the hulks in the basins as had, 
been done previously; and, if it had 
been possible, it would not have been 
good for diszipline or health ; and so it 
was necessary to embark on a considerable 
programme of barrack extension. It was 
also imperative, in the interests of decency, 
that a large sum should be spent in 
improving the nava hospitals. All these 
needs came at one time, and it was 
not possible to meet them out of 
current revenue withou® disturbing the 
whole financial system and placing on 
the taxpayers an intolerable burden. 
At the initiation of thes: works it was 
extremely difficult to estimate the rate 
of expenditure. In the first years the 
Admiralty, having had no previous 
experience of such works, greatly 
over-estimated the progress, and if the 
whole of the cost had been charged on 
the Votes at that time enormous sums 
which were not required would have 
been raised in those exrlier years, and 
they would have had to be paid back 
into the old Sinking Fund. That would 
have rendered impossible one of the 
great securities for sound fiiance— 
namely, the principle that unexpended 
balances should be surrendered to the 
Exchequer at th: end of the year. In 
the interests of practical convenience 
and of necessity it was decided 
that the cost of a great programme of 
works of permanent or long-lasting ad- 


vantages should be defrayed by loan in- 


stead of being charged 0.1 the annual 


| Votes of th year. 


It had never been the intention 
of the Government that these works 
loans should be a _ permanent part 
of our financial system. When he 
assumed his present office he thought 
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to bring these Loan Works Bills to an 
cnd. The other Loan Bills were framed 
on principles different from those of the 
Naval Works Bill. 
Bill included an inclusive total sum which 
was not to be exceeded. As the House 
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The Military Works | 


knew, they had not come to the House | 


for any Military Works Bill this year. 


The case of the Naval Works Bill was | 
There, although the total | 


different. 
estimated cost ofthese works was shown, 
it had been customary to take provision 
in the Bill for only two years, so that the 
whole subject might come before the 
House for revision every two years. His 
object in regard to the Naval Works Bill 
—an object in which he had been sup- 
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that the time had come to take steps | and he was obliged to him. But let him. 


say that, though the hon. Gentleman 
accepted that at once on h's assurance, 
he thought it was confirmed by other 
evidence which he could bring. In the 
first place, in his Budget speech of thai 
year, he said, in reference to a suggestion 
which had been made that he should 
meet the deficit by the suspension of the 
Sinking Fund— 

“T think it would be doubly bad policy at 
the present time, with the principal Govern- 
ment securities at the figure at which they now 
stand, and with the knowledge that, for several 
years to come, the Government. must be 
borrowers in pursuit of their statutory obliga- 
tions under the Naval and Military Works and 
Land Purchase Acts and for other 


| purposes.” 


ported by the Board of Admiralty—had | 
been, in the first pl:ce, to exclude any | 
new items, and, in the second place, to | 
take certain items already in the schedule | 
which were 0! a continuing or elastic | 
character and to say that, after a given | 
time, of when a given sum had been | 


expended, no more money should be 
borrowed on that accouprt, and that, if 
further expenditure were necessary for 


| fess, also 


the same purpose, that expenditure should | 
capable of the same misunderstanding, it 


appear on the Votes and be voted in the 
ofdinary way. 


The hon. Gentleman quoted a 
passage from Hansard in a speech 
of his on the Finance Bill of last 


year which, he thought, went further, 
and pointed to the fact that if he were 
responsible as Chancellor of the Exchequer 


in future he would not be a party to | 
asking the House to pass another Naval | 


Works Bill. 


He thought the passage in | 


Hansard might reasonably give rise to | 


that interpretation, but he was 
unable to reconc le that with what was 
his intention at the time or with his 
then know'edge of the possibilities of 
the situation. The report was not a 
verbatim one. It was a third-person 
summary, and he was confident that 


in the concluding sentence the report did | 
not accurately represent his meaning or 


the sense of his observations. 


Mr. McKENNA: 
that. 


I entirely accept 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


/as regarded 


It was, therefore, clearly in his con- 
templation at that time that they had 
not finished with such Act; as this and 
that they would have to come for further 
borrowing powers. And in order to 
make assurance doubly sure he had looked 
at The Times report of the passage the 
hon. Gentleman had quoted. Though 
that report was, he was bound to con- 
misleading, and made him 
appear to have used words which were 


differed from the Hansard report in 
the particular passage that had been 
quoted, and showed, he thought, that 
the Han<ard report did not actually 
represent what he said. The passage in 
The Times report was— 

“With the works which had been sanctioned 
by Parliament, and which had been begun, he 
hoped they should come to an end with 
borrowing.” 

That was exactly what his hope was, 
and that sentence, which appeared in 
The Times and did not appear in 
Hansard, showed that what he was 
arguing for was what he thought he was 
securing as far as one could secure by 
this Bill, namely, that there should not be 
inserted in the present Naval Works Bill 
or in future Naval Works Bills any items 
for new work. 


What had been done in regard to 
this matter under the present Bill? 
What they had arrived at was that, 
the continuing — service 


of dredging, they were to provide as 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 
he was sure the hon. Gentleman would, | 


much money as was necessary for the 
employment of the plant and the carry- 
ing out of the work in the present year, but 
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that, as from April Ist next, any further} until after the Vote was passed by the 


the Votes; that as regarded the coist- 


guard, where there was also a token sum, | 
_work would be begu» until Vote 10 was 


they would provile for the purchase or 
erection of houses which were already iv 


progress or in regard to which negotiations 
had either been completed or had reached | 


an advanced stage, but would go no 
further; and that, assoon as thissum of 
money was exhausted, if the policy of 


making themselves owners of coastguard 


stations instead of hiring houses were 
pursued, it Should be pursued on the Navy 
Then there 
came before him the question as to how 
Rosyth was to be dealt with. Inthe Act 
of two years ago sufficient money was 


Votes from time t) time. 


taken for preliminary expenses for works 
at Chatham and Rosyth. The Board of 
Admiralty came to the conclusion that, 
in consequence of the changes which his 
hon, friend the Civil Lord had already 
explained, it was unnecessary to proceed 
with both of these schemes, and they 
elected to proceed with Rosyth. There 
was certain preliminary work which 
must still be done before the contract 
for the larger works could be executed 
or any further expenditure than the | 
£200,000 included in the present Bill 
incurred. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked if | 
they were to understand that Parliament | 
would not be bound to any substantive | 
proposais, and that no contracts alg 


be given out, in connection with Rosyth, 
until the proposals were sub.uitted on | 


the Estimates of next vear. | 


Mx. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 
he was informed by his hon. friend the 
Civil Lord that that was so, and that 
the contract for the large scheme he | 
had adumbrated would not be made 


works in dredging wou'd be charged on | House. 


‘circumstances, when Treasury sanction 


Except in very exceptional 
was obtained for special reasons, no new 
passed by the House. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: It will be treated as 
a new work ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN re- 
plied in th2 affirmative. He was 
abso utely convinced by the reasons 
given to him by the Board of Admiralty 
that it wa: necessary to carry out the 
works at Rosyth. But he was unwilliag 
to give the extension of time and monzy 
which would have been involved by 
including the works in the present Bill; 
and he arranged that while th» pre- 
liminary work contemplated by the 
£200,009 should be paid for under this 
Act, as was always intended, the sub- 


-sequent work to be done should revert 


as a charge on the Votes. He thought 
no Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
undertake to pledge himself two years 
in advance as to the exact course of 
procedure which he would adopt; and, 
he were Chancellor of the Exchequer 
two years hence, the hon. Gentleman 


| must not quote this as a pledge, though 


he would be entitled to quote it as 


/evidence of h's present intention, and 


if he departed from it, to ask him what 
circumstances there were that justified 
him in changing his view. His present 
intention was that two years hence there 
should be introduced another Naval 
Works Act containing no new item by 
way cf loan, but providing the balance 
of the money, or as much of it as was 
required uniter this Act, as could be 
expended in a further pericd of two 


years. That was to say, thit the 
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intended to charg: to Joan until it was 
completed—would continue to be paid 
for by way of loan, but any new works 


not connected with those now in pro- 


gress should be paid for by Vote. He 


Loped and believed that the total 
estimates in the first column of the 
schedule were sufficient now in each 
case for the works opposite which the 


sums appeared. There might be savings | 


on some unforeseen items that would 
compensate for any unforeseen excesses : 
but though that was the belief of the 
Admiralty, neither the Department nor 
he could undertake to say that in no 
would of these 
estimates need revision. 


circumstances any 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
he thought the statement that the 
Government intended tc go on with 
their scheme at Rosyth would come 
as a great surprise to a good many 
people in Scotland. The universal 
feeling in Scotland was that Rosyth, 
like Wei-hai-weil, was acquired in a 
moment of rather sudden determination, 
and that the question ought tc be put on 
one side for further consideration. They 
were pleased to hear that any further 
plans for Resyth would come before 
the House next year and that the whole 
of the charges for this purpose in the 
future were to be placed upon the 
Estimates. Two years ago the officials 
of the Admiralty thought the preliminary 
expenditure upon Rosyth would amount 
to £200,000 and it had only cost £150,000, 
and he wished to know why were they 
bound to spend the £50,000 balance, 
and charge it to the National Debt, 
when they were going to place the 
cost of the complete scheme upen the 
Estimates. 

Mr. Austen Chamber’ain. 


{COMMONS} 





Works Bill. 
| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 


they quite accepted what the right hon. 
Gentleman had said, and they felt grateful 
to him for having explained that he did 
not intend exactly what was put into the 
reports either of The Times or of the 
Official Debates. They grateful 
to him for having explained what his 
What they 
had good cause, however, to complain 
of was that the Government led them 
to suppose that this system was coming 
to anend. They had been led to this 
conclusion not only by the Chancellor 
of the Excbequer’s words, but by the 
‘general statements made by the Govern. 


wete 


opinions and views were. 


ment over and over again upon this 
subject. The House had been repeatedly 
led to suppose that the Government 
were doing all they could to bring 
this system to an end. They now 
understood that the Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer had been doing his 
best almost alone in the Government 
the end, 
and he had managed to curtail it toa 


to bring system to an 
small extent, although he thought it 

| could have been done to a greater extent. 
They did not complain in the least of 

what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

had said that day, but they did complain 

that not only had the reporter been mis- 

_led but the whole House had been misled 
upon this question by the Front Bench 

The whole House had been 

| led to think that tie System was coming 


| opposite. 


toanend, They had now the views of 
| the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the 
right hon, Gentleman had given a pledge 
which to a certain extent was satisfactory. 
| It did not go so far as they could have 
| wished, but, at any rate, it was a step in 


| the right direction. 
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There were, however, other items 
that ought to be struck out. The 
charge for dredging was one that 
would go on year after year, and 


ought therefore to be charged on the 


annual Estimates. He thought some 


explanation ought to be given of why, | 
when it was known that this Bill would | 
be introduced, the Admiralty chose to | 


reduce their Estimates 


£3,000,000. 


by nearly 


The more correct course | 


from the point of view of finance would | 


have been for the Admiralty to include | 


these regular charges in the ordinary 


have effected great economies. They 
had made what was really a false state- 
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obviously a work which would be con- 
tinuous from year to year, and therefore 
it ought not to appear inthe schedule of a 
Bill of this kind. When these Military and 
Naval Works Bills were first presented to 
the House, he and others protested against 
them on the ground that they had an 
inevitable tendency to confuse the minds 
of Members as to what the actual ex- 
penditure on the Army and Navy was. 


830 


After nearly eleven years that view had 
been accepted as orthodox, and it was 
some cunsolation to know that even the 


| present reckless and spendthrift Govern- 
Estimates, instead of which they had | 
reduced the Estimates and claimed to) 


ment of accounts, and against such a> 


system it was necessary to enter a pro- | 


test. It was said that the Bill 


was | 


brought forward because it was incon- | 
venient to make the alteration this year. | 
But what better time could there be for | 
transferring the items to the annual 


Estimates than @ year when the Admir- 
alty had a surplus in their accounts ? 


The representatives of the Admiralty | 


had missed the chance of putting their | 
accounts into proper order, and they had | 


not given the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the opportunity of doing it, because they 
did not tell him that they were going to 
borrow this money until some months 
after the Estimates were framed. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) thought that 
as an Irish Member he was entitled to 
speak on this measure inasmuch as Ire- 
land would have to pay more than her 


fair share of the bill. Dredging was 





ment were beginning to recognise that 
this system of finance was intrinsically 
bad. It could not be denied that this 
House was deprived of its rightful power 
of supervising the Estimates if under 
Bills of this kind it was pledged in 
advance, not only to capital expenditure, 
which 
ought properly to be met out of annual 
The discussion of particular 
items would come better on the schedule 
in Committee than on Second Reading, 


but also to considerable sums 


imcome. 


but as to the principle it was essentially 


vicious, since it concealed from the 
House huge expenditure to which it was 
being committed, and simultaneous'y 
reduced its power of supervision. It was 
true that the Government now admitte i 
that it was a bad system, but the matter 
had gone so far that he agreed there 
ought to be a division, and therefore 
he should support the hon. Member for 


Perthshire in the lobby. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 203; Noes, 
129. (Division List No. 315.) 


AYES. 


| Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
| Arrol, Sir William 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anscn, Sir William Reynell 





Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher-Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
| Baird, John George Alexander 
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Falcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W.(Leeds 
Balfcur, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Benn, John Williams 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt.Hon St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 


Naval 


Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.A.(Worce | 


Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hcn. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davenport, William Bromley- | 


Dickson, Charles Scctt 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hcn.SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dcringtcn, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hcn. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hen. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. ) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
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Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Jorden, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Elden 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton. John 
Greville, Hon. Rcnald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
| Hall, Edward Marshall 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon: Thomas F. 
| Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry) 
| Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Heath, SirJames(Staffcrds. NW 
| Heaton, John Henniker 
| Helder, Sir Augustus 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
| Howard, John(Kent,F’versham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hcn.James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson. Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
| Kerr, John 
| Kimber, Sir Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seyn.our 
Kncwles, Sir Lees 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
| Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
| Long. Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
| Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Macdona, John Cumming 
| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Maleolm, Ian 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
| Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 





NOES, 


Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Joseph Allen 


Works Bill. 
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Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 5. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lances.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Fredk. (Bristol, N.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B (Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William — , 
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Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Ellice,CaptEC.(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

€smonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
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Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John J. 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, Georg? 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(‘CipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tivperary, N. 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
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Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie(Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, HerbertL.(Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B.(Isleof Wight) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack. John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Mr. Buchanan and Mr. 
Warner. 


Main Question put, and agreed to:— 
Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT BILL [LORDS]. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


MILITARY MAN(EUVRES BILL [LORDS]. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL [LORDS}. 
Order ‘or Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn, 





MARINE INSURANCE BILL. 
Order for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Second Reading [30th March] read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn, 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (SCOTTISH 
TRAWLERS) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn, 


MERCHANT SHIPPING BILL, 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bull withdrawn. 








835 Adjournment 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (MARRIAGES) 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*ToE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror tHE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.) 
said the measure was intended to relieve 
a difficulty which constantly arose 
through marriages being regarded as of 
doubtful validity in consequence of some 
informality. It affected all denomina- 
tions, and Members on both sides were 
agreed that the Bill ought to pass. 


Question, ‘That the Bill be now read 
a second time,” put, and agreed to, 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 





IRISH EDUCATION (AFFLICTED CHIL- 
DREN) [EXPENSES]. 


Resolution reported, ‘That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys provided by Parliament for 
Public Education in Ireland, of the 
Expenses of Education given to Afflicted 
Children, in pursuance of any Act of 
the present session to make better pro- 
vision for the Elementary Education of 
Afflicted Children in Ireland.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 





DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Order for Consideration of Lords 
Amendments read. 


{COMMONS} 








of the House. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Lords Amendments be now 
considered.”—(Mr. T, WV. Russell.) 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he pre- 
vented the Bill from passing last year, 
and he wished to renew his objection on 
the present occasion. The measure was 
a piece of class legislation, directed against 
the poorer classes of the community. It 
might be all very well in industrial centres, 
but it was absolutely unnecessary and 
almost an insult that it should be pro- 
, osed for Ireland. Those who knew how 
Courts of summary jurisdiction were 
constituted in Ireland would immediately 
recognise the danger of such a Bill, and 
the probability that instead of being used 
for legitimate purposes it would be 
directed against political opponents. 


And, it being half-past Five of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next, 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Coal Mines 
(Weighing of Minerals) Bill, without 
Amendment. 


Amendments to—Hessle Gas Bill 
[Lords]; Great Central Railway (Pension 
Fund) Bill [Lords], without Amend- 


ment. 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the 
House without Question put, in pursu- 
ance of Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty - nine 
minutes before Six o'clock 
till Monday next. 
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837 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 31st July, 1905. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 













indicates r a oy 


.¢ and Edmonton Unions) Bill. 


“ Amendment, 


2t the commencement of 


had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
§ ing Bill have been complied with :— 
London Building Acts (Amendment). 


‘ The same was ordered to lie on the 


3 Table. 


London Government Scheme (London 
and Middlesex) Bill. Reported from the 
: Select Committee, without Amendment, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
; Whole House to-morrow. 


London Government Scheme (Hackney 
Reported 
the Select Committee, without 
and committed to a Com- 
2 mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Q 
$ from 


North-East London Railway Bill; 
: Wigan Corporation Bill. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
Lord de Saumarez be proposed to the 
® House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Viscount Colviile of Culross; read, and 
+ agreed to. 
© Malvern Water Bill; Rathmines and 
$ Rathgar Extension and Improvement 

3 Bill; Ealing Corporation Bill. Read 3*, 
: with the Amendments, and passed, and 
; teturned to the Commons. 

Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation 
Bill [H..]. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill. Read 3* (according to order), 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


VOL. CL. [FourTH SERIEs.]} 
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Fraserburgh Harbour Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [u.u.]. A Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order relating to Fraser- 
burgh Harbour. Was presented by the 
Marquess of Linlithgow; read 1*; to be 
printed ; and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, Section 7), deemed to have been 
read 2*, and reported from the Com- 
mittee. (No. 158.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CUSTOMS. 
Forty-ninth Report of the Commis- 


sioners of His Majesty’s Customs, for the 
year ended Slst March, 1905. 


HORSE BREEDING. 


Tenth Report of the Royal Commission 
on Horse Breeding. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 
Annual Report of Proceedings under 
the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries 
Acts, etc., for the year 1904. 


INDIA (RAILWAYS). 
Administration Report on the Rail- 


ways in India, for the calendar year 1904, 
by the Railway Board. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Report of the Commissioners, for the 
period from Ist April, 1904, to 31st March, 
1905. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND 
CORPORATION. 
First Report of the Royal Patriotic 
Fund Corporation, for the year 1904. 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND 
BEQUESTS (IRELAND). 


Sixtieth Report of the Commissioners. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Order made by the Corporation of the 
borough of Newport, Monmouthshire, 
and confirmed by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, fixing the 
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hours of closing for barbers’ and hair- | 
dressers’ shops within the borough. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF HOUSE. 

*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LanspowneE): My Lords, I trust that 
your Lordships will not consider that 
the Motion which I have put on the 
Paper is an invasion of the privileges of 
the House. The proposal that Bills 
shuuld have priority of other business 
towards the end of the session is 
not a new one, I admit that of recent 
years the pro; osal has more usually been 
made with reference to a particular Bill 
on a particular evening; but, as we 
now stand, we have to look in the face 
the fact that there are probably not 
more than eight working days left of the 
session, during four of which, under the 
Standing Orders, Bills already have 
priority. My Motion really, therefore, 
only amounts to this, that during the 
other four days Bills should be given a 
similar priority. As there are several 
important Bills awaiting the considera- 
tion of your Lordships, it does seem, I 
think, desirable that they should be. 
dealt with «.t the commencement of each 
sitting, and that time should not be 
taken up, as it sometimes is, in the 


with the effect of giving the really im- 
portant business of the evening a Sub- 


orainate and secondary position. I, there- | 


fore, ave .o ask your Lord hips t> agree 
to the Motion standing in my name. 


Movei, Tnat Standing Order No, XXI. 
be considered in order to its being sus- 
pended, and that for the r mainder of 
the session the Bills which are entered 
for con ideration on the Minutes of the 
day shall have the same precedence which | 
Bills have on Tuesdays and Thursdays.— | 
(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


{LORDS} 


the noble Marquess. 
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Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I said 
something the other day rather pointing 
in this direction, arising out of the action 
of the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack, who took my noble friend 


| Lord Wemyss somewhat to task with 


regard to the discoursive nature of his 
speech. I, therefore, have no serious 
objection to the Motion now moved by 
It has been the 
practice elsewhere for Government mea- 


sures to have precedence, but that has 
_not applied to private Bills. 


Therefore 
I would suggest that the noble Marquess 
should amend his Motion so that Govern- 
ment Bills only should take precedence. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
We shall certainly raise no objection to 
that proposal as the noble Earl has 
made it, and [ gladly amend my Motion 
accordingly. 


Motion, as amended, agreed to; and 
ordered, accordingiy. 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[Seconp READING.] 


Order of the Day,for the Second Read- 


ing re d. 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess or LINLITHGow): My 
Lords, Iam wellaware that those of your 
Lordships who come from Scotland have 
a full knowledge of the reasons which 
have made it necessary, and a matter of 
urgent necessity, for the Government 


: : ; : to i a Bi is ki rithout 
discussion of Motions a:d Questions, ' to introduce s Bill of this kind w 


delay; and were I addressing them 
alone I should feel that I was guilty of an 
impertinence were I to attempt to explain 
the situation to them. But some otf 
your Lordships who come from this side 
of the Tweed may not have had the 
same opportunities forced upon them 
of studying this question as we have. In 
their interests I ask the permission of 
the House to describe as briefly as 
possible the circumstances which have 
led up to events which have stirred the 
religious life of Scotland to its very 
foundations, and which have brought 


‘about a state of things there the like ot 
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which has not been known for over sixty | union. 


yea rs. 


I may remind the House, in the first 
place, that the great majority of my 
fellow-countrymen have for 300 years 
adhered, and do still adhere, to the 
Presbyterian form of religion. During 


the last fifty years of the past century | 


this great body of Presbyterians have 
been divided into three parts—firstly, 


the Church of Scotland, established in | 


the land; secondly, the United Presby- 


terians, composed of various bodies who | 


had seceded from the Church of Scotland 
during the eighteenth century and who 
were united in one body in the year 1847 ; 
and thirdly, the Free Church of Scotland, 


which had its origin in the great Disrup- | 


tion of 1845, when a large proportion of 
ministers and congregations left the 
parent church—the Church of Scotland— 
and seceded from it upon the vexed 
question of the patronage of the livings. 
May I be allowed to remark, in passing, 
that between 
little or no difference of doctrine existed. 
The two great Churches outside the 


Establishment cannot, in the ordinary | 


sense of the word, be called dissenting 
Churches. There has never, I believe 
I am right in saying, been a secession 
from the Church of Scotland upon a 


question of doctrine, but secessions have | 


invariably taken place on questions of 
Church 
worship, the seceding Church generally 
taking up a conservative attitude and 
desiring to maintain its doctrine and form 
of worship unimpaired. 


We have our differences in Scotland, 
and no doubt at times those differences 
are acute, but I do not think it can be 
laid to our door that we hate one another 
for the love of God. Such being the case, 
it will not surprise you to hear that in the 
Colonies no differences exist between the 
different forms of Presbyterianism. They 
are all under one Church, and it has been 
the dream of many of our wisest and best 
men in Scotland to bring about a recon- 
ciliation and a reunion between these 
three great bodies. 


have stood in the way of a successful 
attempt being made to bring the Estab- 
lished Church of Scotland into this 
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these various Churches | 


government or of forms of | 


I need not weary | 
your Lordships with the reasons which | 
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I will only remind you that, after 


| negotiations extending over a very con- 


siderable period, a union was arranged in 


| the year 1900 between the Free Church 


and the United Presbyterians under the 
name of the United Free Church. The 
vast majority of the Free Church were 
favourable to this union, but there were, 
as your Lordships will remember, a 
small minority who refused to come in, 
_and who raised an action to the effect 
that the union was unlawful, that it was 
ultra vires of the Free Church, and that 
effect could not be given to it. However, 
the larger body raised an action to prove 
that the smaller body were no longer 
members of the Free Church, and ought 
to be evicted from the churches and 
houses which were then in their possession. 
The Scottish Courts decided in favour of 
the United Free Church, but the smaller 
body took their case to your Lordships’ 
House, sitting, of course, in its judicial 
capacity, and won it. 


| 


The judgment of your Lordships’ 
House declared that the United Free 
Church had no right, title, or interest in 
any part of the whole of the lands, 
| properties, and sums of money, and that 
the Free Church of Scotland lawfully 
represented the old Free Church, and were 
entitled to have the said lands, properties, 
and funds applied. In plain English, my 
Lords, the effect of this judgment was 
to hand over, subject to certain con- 
ditions, to a small body, consisting of 


| twenty-seven ministers and 2,743 mem- 
| bers, not only a considerable quantity 
'of hereditable property, but also sums 
| amounting toanything between £1,500,000 
‘and £2,000,000 sterling. A great 
deal of litigation also took place in the 
| Scottish Courts regarding congregational 
| property, which had not been technically 
‘included in the judgment of the House 
of Lords. The spectacle of a great and 
| vigorous body stripped at one blow of 
|a great part of its worldly possessions, 


'and those worldly possessions being 
| declared to be the property of a body 
| which, 


though no doubt vigorous, 
could not, in the very nature of things, 
make a proper use of it, came as a great 
shock to the religious feeling of Scotland. 
At this stage I fear a geat deal of ill- 
feeling and bitterness was imported into 





the dispute. I will say nothing more 
2F 2 
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upon that subject because 1 do not | were proposed have been introduced into 
think it is a phase of the proceedings | the Bill after friendly discussion with 
upon which any Scotsman can look back | both parties to the dispute, and after 


either with pleasure or satisfaction. 


Matters, however, were in a con- 
dition so painful and so unsatisfactory 
that the Government felt that the time 
had come when it was incumbent upon 
them to step in, and in December of 
last year a Royal Commission was, as 
your Lordships are aware, appointed to 
inquire into the whole matter. In April 
of this year the Commission reported, 
and in their Report they declared that 
the situation was one which demanded 
Parliamentary interference, and they re- 
commended that an Executive Com- 
ynission should be set up with powers to 
deal with the property in question and 
with other subjects in dispute between 
the two Churches. They made certain 
other recommendations, the principal 
amongst which were briefly as follows. 
They recommended that the whole of 
the funds and property of the Free 
Church as at October, 1900, should be 
vested in the authority of the Commis- 
sion; that in the administration of 
such property the first consideration 
should be the observance of trusts and 
adequate provision for the performance 
of the purposes for which the money was 
raised ; that, in cases where the Free 
Church appeared unable to execute the 
trusts, the Commission should be em- 
powered to transfer the funds and pro- 
perty to the United Free Church. They 
recommended that, consideration having 
been given to the due performance of 
trusis, liberal provision should be made 
for the equipment of the Free Church for 
its mission as a Christian Church accord- 
ing to the standard which prevails in 
other Presbyterian Churches in Scotland. 
Then there were certain recommenda- 
tions as regards congregational property 
and as regards foreign missions ; and, 
finally, the Report recommended that 
the decisions of the Executive Com- 
mission should be given authority by 
Executive Order. 


‘Lhe Bill which is now before your Lord- | 


ships is founded upon the recommenda- 
tions in this Report. I do not, of course, 
pretend that all the recommendations of 
Lord Elgin’s Commission have been 
rigidly adhered to, but such changes as 


The Marquess of Linlithgow. 


| considerable deliberation and discussion 
‘in the other House of Parliament. | 
| would now ask your Lordships to turn 
'to the Bill itself. Clause 1 is the ruling 
clause of the Bill. By the first sub- 
| section of that clause the Commission are 
_empowered to divide the whole of the 
|property between the Free Church and 
| the United Free Church as they think 
proper, taking into account the whole of 
the circumstances. The second sub- 
section of Clause 1 deals with churches 
| and other congregational property, and 
when the Commission find that the Free 
Church have one-third of those who were 
at the 30th of October, 1900, members 
or adherents of the Free Church and are 
now members and adherents of the Free 
Church and resident in the district, they 
are to give the congregational property 
to the Free Church; but in particular 
circumstances they are empowered to 
make special arrangements. 


The Commission are required, under 
Sub-section 3, to make adequate provision 
for the Free Church for certain objects. 
This sub-section should be read in rela- 
tion to the first schedule on page 6 of the 
Bill. Your Lordships will observe that 
in the first column of the schedule these 
objects are set out, while in the second 

column the funds are specified out of 
‘which the Commission are to draw, 
‘and, should these funds prove insufficient 
for these purposes, the Commission 
may bond hereditable property other 
than what is specified at the foot of 
column 2; in other words, they are 
_ entitled to put a bond over the Assembly 
| Hall. In making these provisions the 
Commission are to have regard to con- 
| gregational contributions and other in- 
/come of the Free Church. The effect 
of this schedule, read along with this 
sub-section, is that trust purposes are 
| respected. 

2 


= 


sets 


| The first sub-section of Clause 
| out that the orders which the Com- 


mission think necessary for carrying into 
| effect the allocation are to have statutory 

force. The Commission may also make 
_interim orders which are to have tem- 
| porary effect. The second sub-section 


enables the Commission to raise money 
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by way of bond, and I would ask your 
special attention to the next sub-section. 
The Free Church and the United Free 
Church are to receive the property a'lo- 
cated to them on the basis of their present 
constitution. Accordingly, no conditions 
as to their power to change this con- 
titution are inserted; such matters 
must be left to the two Churches. Sub- 
sections 4 and 5 set forth that no legal 
proceedings as to the property in ques- 
tion are to be allowed to continue, and 
that no Court of law is to have power to 
review the decisions of the Commission. 
Under Clause 3 the Commission is set 
up and machinery provided for its 
working and procedure. Sub-sections 1 
and 2 of Clause 4 define the property 
which is to be dealt with by the Com- 
mission. Broadly stated, it includes the 
whole property of the undivided Free 
Church immediately prior to the union. 
By Sub-section 3 of that clause legacies 
now in dispute are to be determined and 
allocated by the Commission. All law- 
suits regarding them are to be stopped. 
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Clause 5 deals with the formula of 
subscription for ministers and professors 
in the Church of Scotland. It gives the 
(reneral Assembly power to prescribe 
what the formula shall be, subject to 
the approval of the majority of the 
presbyteries. This latter provision is 
inserted in order to recognise the check 
imposed by the Barrier Act—an Act of 
the General Assembly of 1697, which 
proceeded upon the idea that important 
changes should be made by the Church 
as a whole and not by one representative 
Assembly, which may be regarded as 
merely an annual organ of the Church. 
The Act of 1690, which established the 
Westminster Confession as the public 
and avowed confession of the Church 
of Scotland, may be regarded as the 
bed-rock of our ecclesiastical constitution 
so far as we are concerned in the present 
day. This Act—the concluding one of the 
Revolution Settlement—insisted upon no 
formula, and required no subscription ; 
but in that very year the General As- 
sembly, and not Parliament, did pre- 
scribe a formula, for it passed an Act 
requiring that all persons admitted to 
the Church as ministers, preachers, or 
elders should be obliged to subscribe 
their approbation of the Confession of 
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Faith. In 1693, however, Parliament, 
for special reasons, and at the instigation 
of King William, passed another Act, 
which set forth that— 

“No person be admitted or be continued 
hereafter a minister or preacher within the 
Church unless that he, having first taken and 
subscribed the Oath of Allegiance and subscribed 
the Assurance in manner appointed by another 
Act of this present session of Parliament made 
thereanent, do also subscribe the Confession 
of Faith ratified in the aforesaid 5th Act in 
the second session of this Parliament, declaring 
the same to be the confession of his faith and 
that he owns the doctrine therein contained 
to be the true doctrine which he will constantly 
adhere to.” 


My Lords, there were very strong 
reasons from King William’s point of view 
why this very rigid sub-section should be 
insisted upon. At that time there were a 
large number of men who had before the 
Revolution acted as Episcopalian clergy- 
men, and who were anxious to come into, 
and conform with, the Presbyterian 
Church, but that Church looked upon 
them with suspicion, and would have 
none of them. The King, nevertheless, 
said— 

‘Tf these men are prepared to subscribe 
to this formula and to make this declaration, 
both of which I invite Parliament to pass, I 
do not see that you have any cause for further 
complaint against them, and you must take them 
in.” 

My Lords, we do not propose to touch 
the Act of 1690. All that we propose to 
do is to repeal certain words in the Act of 
1693, an Act which was forced upon the 
Church against its will, and which the 
Church never accepted as a Bill which 
Parliament ought to pass. The actual 
words which we propose to repeal will be 
found in the second schedule on page 6 
of the Bill. They are as follows— 

‘* The same to be the confession of his faith, 
and that he owns the doctrine therein contained 
to be the true doctrine which he will constantly 
adhere to.” 


We propose this change in the future 
in regard to ministers, and also in regard 
to professors appointed to the Church of 
Scotland Chairs of Theology in the 
Scottish Universities, as it would be 
obviously impossible to take one form of 
subscription for ministers, and another 
form for those who are charged with the 
duty of training young men for the 
ministry. One is the complement of the 





other. 
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We are not asking Parliament to sett 


anything revolutionary. We do not 
propose to tamper with the creed of the 
Church. All we seek to do is to revert 


to the state of things which existed | 


from 1690 to 1693, and to give the Church 
that small measure of relief which she 
has been asking for for many years past. 
I could, my Lords, if I felt justified in 
taking up your time, quote the opinions 
of many of our ablest and best men, both 
laymen and ministers, as to the desir- 
ability of this measure. I will only quote 
an extract from a letter which came 
under my notice a few weeks ago. 
writer of it is a parish minister in the 
North of Scotland, a sensible, temperate, 
moderate man, an example of hundreds 
of other sensible, temperate, and moderate 
men whom you will find occupying 
parishes all over Scotland. He says— 

“* We do want this Clause 5 in the interests 
of getting back our old class of constitution 
and for the future of the Church. At present, 
owing to the results of modern research and 
science, our best University men do not enter 
the Church because they cannot sign the 
Confession in its present rigid form. They 
are quite prepared to sign the Confession as 
a public Confession of the Church, and to 
accept any symbol of the reformed doctrine. 
This the proposed clause enables them to do, 
and, besides, it only reconstitutes the old law 
of Scotland which held at the Revolution 
Settlement. The Bill, including this clause, is 
wanted by every fair-minded man in Scotland.” 

Times change, and the theology of 1905 
is not the theology of 1693. We are 
under this Bill fwly recognising the claim 
of the Churches outside the Establish- 
ment to complete freedom as regards their 
constitution, and we feel, therefore, that 
under the circumstances the time is not 
inopportune to grant this small, this 
reasonable, this much-desired boon to 
the Church of Scotland. 


It has been suggested, rather unkindly, 
I think, that the Church of Scotland and 
those who favour the Church of Scotland 
have seized upon an opportunity offered 
by the dispute between the two kindred 
Churches to force on their request for this 
measure of relief for their own Church. 
To put this contention in somewhat con- 
cise and brutal language, it has been 
hinted that when honest men fall out, 
thieves may step in and get their due. 
I belong to the Church of Scotland and 
am a well-wisher of the Church of Scot- 
land. Those who know me in my own, 


The Murquess of Linlithgow. 


The | 
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part of the world will tell you that I am 
not a bad friend to the Churches outside 
the Establishment, and, therefore, [ 
think I have e right to repudiate once and 
for all any suggestion that I would allow 
myself to be made the humble instrument 
of such a selfish and cruel transaction. 


I feel that I have detained your Lord- 
skips already at great length, but before 
I conclude I should like to say a word or 
two upon two other matters. I am sure 
that all of your Lordships; upon which- 
ever side of the House you sit, will one 
and all agree with me that nothing could 
have exceeded the ability and strength of 
purpose shown by my noble friend Lord 
Dunedin, the then Secretary for Scot- 
land, in grappling with the very difficult 
and perplexing problem which presented 
itself to him during the closing months 
of last year. It was a fortunate thing 
for Scotland that matters were in his 
strong and capable hands. He has had 
all the hard work inseparable from 
preparing the ground. Fortunately for 
me, and fortunately, perhaps, for Scot- 
land, I have only had to play a humbler 
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| part in assisting to put in the crop. | 


| Commission. 


should like also to say a word about the 
Commissioners who are to be appointed 
under this Bill. I do not believe it would 
have been possible to obtain a better 
I may remind your Lord- 
ships that Lord Elgin, Lord Kinnear, and 
Sir Ralph Anstruther had already done 
a great service to their country by sitting 
on the Royal Commission which was 
appointed at the end of last year. The 
work which they had then to perform 
was no sinecure, and they might, with 
good reason, have turned round to me 
when it became my duty to ask them to 
sit upon this new Commission and have 
told me to go elsewhere for the Com- 
missioners. But they did not do so. 
The other two gentlemen who are 
appointed under the Bill, Sir Thomas 
Carmichael and Sir Charles Logan, are 
well known and highly respected in 
Scotland, and they have accepted service 


/on this Commission at no small incon- 


venience to themselves. 


The Government feel themselves very 
fortunate in having secured the services 
of these five gentlemen, and the country 
will, I know, appreciate their patriotic 
and unselfish action in taking upon their 
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shoulders what must at the very best be| of my duty if, with a very competent 


an arduous and_ troublesome 
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task. | knowledge of it, I failed to express my 


Knowing as we do, my Lords, the char- | views. 


acters and public records of these five 


gentlemen, we feel certain that their lof the Bill which places everyone: in 


work will be admirably and expeditiously 


completed. We cannot, however, hope | 


that the mere passage of this Bill, or, 
indeed, the mere completion of the work 
which Parliament has thrown upon the 
Commissioners, will. once for all put 
a stop to the ill-feeling which unfortun- 
ately exists amongst some of our fellow- 
countrymen in Scotland ; but I, for one, 
have faith in the good sense of Scotsmen, 
and I believe that when once the questions 
in dispute have been settled, and when 
the flame of the acute passions has burnt 
itself out, as it will undoubtedly quickly 
do when it is not fed by current events, 
matters will settle themselves down, and 
that all that has been best and most 
noble in this movement for the union of 
these two great Churches will be re- 
membered, and all that is most regrettable 
will be forgotten. 1 beg to move the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2".”’ 
—(The Marquess of Linlithgow.) 


*LorD ROBERISON: My Lords, this 
is a thorny subject, but 1 am certain the 
Government have been most fortunate 
in having an exponent of their measure 
so well qualified to bring an atmosphere 
of conciliation and reasonableness with 
him. I should like to say one word, 
and one word only, as to the position 
of the humble individual now address- 
ing the House. I was, as your Lord- 
ships may be aware, a party to the 
judgment out of which this Bill has 
arisen, and if the question before the 
House involved the merits or the right- 
ness of that decision I should take no 
part in the proceedings ; but, my Lords, 
that is not the case. We are now past 
the stage when any question of that 
kind is possible. The judgment as a 
decision is an historical fact, and we are 
now dealing with the remedies that must 
be applied to the situation which has 
arisen, and accordingly, as a Peer con- 
nected with Scotland, I feel not merely 


that there is no delicacy in my touching | 


the subject, but that I should fall short 


My noble friend has given an account 


possession of its scope, for it was fair and 
complete ; and I may say, at the outset, 
that I recognise the necessity for legisla- 
tion. I think it is impossible that 
Parliament could leave existing the situa- 
tion which was brought about by that 
judgment. I think also that the Govern- 
ment are perfectly right in appointing a 
Commission, and an Executive Com- 
mission, to deal with the matter. But, 
having said that, I am sorry to say that 
my objection to the Bill is that the 
Government have not adhered to the 
principle which they have laid down in 
the preamble of the Bill, but have em- 
barked the Commissioners upon a course 
which I think necessarily involves a most 
dangerous interference with the rights of 
property. I am quite aware that this is 
a subject very difficult to explain in its 
very intricate untheological aspect, but I 
do hope that English Peers will attend 
during the Committee stage of the Bill, 
because 1 cannot help thinking there are 
questions raised which involve the most 
serious consequences to property and to 
trusts all over the country, and also that 
in one part of the Bill there are very 
dangerous precedents laid down which 
are extremely easy of application to 
England. 


What I hold to be the true principle 
of this Bill is this. You find here a 
comparatively small body in possession 
of very large endowments. That body 
from its limitations in point of number, 
is not in a position to administer the 
money in accordance with the trusts on 
which it holds it. The obvious remedy 
is to relieve it of so much of the property 
as is applied to trusts which it cannot 
administer. I am speaking in the hear- 
ing of very distinguished constitutional 
authorities. I appeal to any one of my 
noble friends on the Front Bench whether 
1 have not accurately stated the principle 
applicable to such a case. You have 
no right, because a Church or a lay 
corporation is rich, to take its riches 
from it. You have no right, because 
another Church side by side with it 
is very much more numerous and not 
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so rich, to take from the one and give | what we are doing when we use the 
to the other. 1 am not speaking of} word equitable, but in my experience 
law; I am speaking of justice. All|if you tell anyone to do what is equi- 
that was settled so long ago as the days | table it means do what you have a mind 
of Cyrus, who refused to give the coat |to and cannot give a good reason for; 
which belonged to the little boy to the | and that is what I am very much afraid 
big boy. will happen in the present case. It 
seems to me the mandate to the Commis. 
sion, if the Act were properly expressed, is 
this—Do not think about the United 
Free Church at all in the meantime; 
concentrate your attention on the Free 
Church and ascertain her limitations 
and superfluity of property, and then 
turn round and proceed to deal with the 


fluities. I am well aware that i 
* And whereas a Royal Commission appointed dh 6 iy terms“ Scadhediains ” . a 
to inquire into the matter have reported that - 8 af " : ; ys 
the Free Church are unable adequately to | “Superfluities” I am using terms which 
carry out all the trusts of the property— require a little ascertainment, but I 
That is exactly the position which I | cannot help thinking that ycur Lordships 
have described— will agree with me when I say that this 
“and that it is desirable to provide for the small Presbyterian body ought to be 
allocation thereof— dealt with a little generously by both 
parties upon this head. You are to 
- Se ; ; consider what it can do, and not take it 
of S28 ane made for the equipment | a+ 2 moment when it has been stripped 
‘ : ., | of all its goods—it all being lawfully 
The true logical sequel is to provide | j4, se" tt how gd te 
3 ~ —-* ~ — eons struggle on with practically no property 
Uperey G8 Une EISC VAUICA BFC THUS | ot all, and then say, Oh, it is a territl 
unable toapply. Thatis not a mere verbal scandal that all this property should 
criticism, because, unfortunately, the first belong to you; we will take away all 
section, which is the operative part, that it is thought equitable to give to 
shows that having made their bow, as the United Free Church.” 
it were, to this sound principle, the. 
Government take leave of it altogether, 


: I think it is necessary, not merely that 
because they say that their Commission fair Commissioners should be appointed 


shall allocate between the Free Church as I daresay has been the case, but that 
ae the United Free Church— they should understand that they are 
_ The property in question as defined in | not to treat these two bodies as co-owners 

- see sagt Posen -_ to the | between whom a fair division is to be 

Ss r 1 le 

PhS made, but are only to take away from 

Therefore, while the theory of the pre- the Free Church what it cannot deal 
amble is a sound one, that the property with, and cannot deal with assuming 
being that of the F tee Church you are it to be recuperated and_ refreshed 
only to deal with what is superfluous and | from the condition in which it was 
what it cannot use for the purpose of | placed by its opponents. Only then 
Ma — pt first section places the | will you ‘arrive at a conclusion which 
2 laginancenae iene the Commission as if is consistent with sound legislation. 
they were competitors instead of one | When I have said sound legislation, 
of them the true owner and the other | observe I am not speaking as a lawyer 
not the true owner, and says to the| at all. Do not let anyone say some- 
Commissioners : Do whatever you think thing so trivial as that I am a lawyer, 
. ape. . and that I take a strict view. I am 
I have always in the course of my| here as a Member of Parliament, and 
public life had an extreme suspicion|I am speaking not on litigation, but 
o the word “equitable” in matters} on legislation. I say there are limita- 





The noble Lord has somewhat ignored 
one part of the Bill, although he was 
extremely careful in taking us over it. 
He has somewhat ignored the preamble. 
The preamble seems to me to start 
with an exceedingly good doctrine, 
only it very soon lapses from it. Here 
is how it begins— 








and “ thereof ” is the whole property— 








of this kind. In a law Court we know| tions which are imposed on legislation 
Lord Robertson. 
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not by any strained force of Jaw. You! them, and had a disposition naturally to 
could, so far as Parliamentary power | cultivate those who have the larger number 
goes, give this property to the Arch- | of votes. 1 suppose that the number of 
bishop of Canterbury if you liked to do | votes in the Free Church is not very large, 
so, or to any noble Lord, but I say that and I think that unconsciously it is 
morally you cannot do that. Such a | possible that the views and, still more, 
course would not be within the moral | the speeches in another place may have 
competence of a responsible Legislature ; been influenced by those considerations. 
and in like manner I say the only extent Therefore, I do not think we have had 
to which this Commission is justifiable very much criticism of this Bill on such 





is to the extent of finding out what are 
those trusts which cannot be performed, 


and relieving the Free Church of those | 


only. 


I will give an instance or two to show | 
with what an entirely impartial eye 
I view this situation. I observe from 
the Report of the Commission that the 
Free Church—the small body—has now 
come into a very large sum for foreign 
missions. I am not aware that the 
Free Church has any equipment for 
dealing with foreign 
accordingly I should be surprised to 
hear that a case could be made out for 
its retaining that money. I should 
unhesitatingly 


attached that it shall apply that money 
to foreign missions. I do not think the 
Church is entitled to melt the foreign 
mission fund and apply it to general uses, 
and I arrive at that conclusion more 
readily because I cannot suppose that 
in the view of any intelligent Hindoo 
converted from the error of his ways | 
the question of Establishment in Scot- | 
land can bulk very largely. 


I do not forget that I am speaking on | 
the Second Reading, and I do not wish | 
to enter into any details, but merely to | 
I have said that | 
the Free Church are entitled to have this | 


deal with principles. 


matter viewed in a broad and liberal way, 
but I am bound to say that the circum- 
stances under which this Bill has passed 
through the other House are not favour- 
able to such consideration. 1 am speak- 
ing now not of noble Lords opposite or 
of their political friends. But I cannot 


help knowing that we are now—I must. 


not say on the eve of a general election, 
because it may recede still further, but 
let me say that a general election must fall 
within the next eighteen months. 
afraid that hon. Gentlemen in another 
place felt the shadow of that election upon 


ic. | for that reason I am opposed to it. 
missions, and | 


take it from it because | 


I hold that in that case there is a trust | going to make differences gratuitously 


points as I have referred to. 


Another difficulty is thrown in the way. 
The Government have, for reasons which 
I must not conjecture, introduced Clause 
5 into the Bill. I do not intend to discuss 
the fifth clause to-day, but I think it fair 
to say that upon constitutional grounds 
I am opposed to that clause. I think it 


endangers the stability of the Scottish 
| Establishment and opens a new chapter 


in the ecclesiastical life of Scotland, and 
But 
1 am not going to discuss that now. I 
am aware that amongst those whose 
opinions I share on questions regarding 
property and private rights that view 
does not generally prevail, and I am not 


at this stage of the Bill. There are some 


| noble Lords who are extremely anxious 


for this fifth clause, and I regret to think 
that their interest in the Bill is to a large 
extent this—that this is possibly the 
only opportunity when Clause 5 could 
pass in a Bill of this kind with the present 
Government in power, and, therefore, the 
‘whole Bill should go through. No one 
_ supposes that if a Bill of this kind, caused 
by the present emergency, were intro- 
duced by the Party opposite it would 
contain Clause 5 as one of its natural 
parts; and accordingly, what 1 want to 
say now is this, that I deeply regret we 
have not applied to the question which I 
have been arguing the unbiassed judg- 


/ment of many men whose judgments I 


should like to have had. I will name one 
for the sake of honour—Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh. He, 1 know, is immensely 
interested in Clause 5. I should have 
liked very much to have had his most 
just and discriminating mind applied to 
the question which I have been discussing. 
I know perfectly well that quite un- 


I am | consciously he is anxious to get this Bill 


through, and will think me a trouble- 


;Some person because I am endangering 
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Therefore, let no man say that these 


but the other clauses. Yet, I think, | people are claiming everything. They 


that is the more reason why noble | 
Lords in this House should look at this | 
_and power to administer. 


matter very closely. 


I said there were some parts of the Bill 
which formed dangerous precedents for 
England, and I will mention one. 
going to make your Commissioners take 


« sort of head poll of the adherents of 


the Free Church, and if they fall short 
of a certain standard then you are going 
to deprive them of the property. Now, 
I want to know how far that is to be 
applied elsewhere. Suppose we have 
a Welsh Disestablishment Bill, is the 
property of the Welsh Church to be taken 
away in those parishes where they fall 
below a certain standard, and are my 
noble friends on this side of the House 
to back up the Government in that 
system? The noble Lord says the 
Bill is one and indivisible. You see 
now the kind of enterprise you are 
embarking on. When the time comes I 
shall have other things to say about 
the application of Clause 5 to affairs 
in England, but I think that is rather 
a serious matter even as regards the 
rest of the Bill. I have said that 
the proper view of this question is to 
treat it briefly as dealing with the 
superfluities of the Free Church, and I 
should like to read a passage from a public 
declaration of the Free Church. I men- 
tion it because one is very apt to suppose 
that this is an excessively obstinate 
and unreasonable set of men, whose 
ideas are entirely out of date. Here 
is what they say on this very question— 
the question of the relinquishing of 
property which they cannot deal with— 

“We claim, as an undeniable right, possession 
of Free Church property to the extent the 
Church may require it, with a reasonable 
measure of opportunity to ascertain her re- 
quirements, but we have no desire nor intention 
to retain anything which may be beyond the 
limits of the Church’s capacity to use and 
administer when fairly ascertained. Provided 
the scope of the judgment in congregational 
property was first admitted, as has been done 
in regard to the general property, and, further, 
provided possession was given to the extent 
indicated, we should not only loyally submit 
to, but gladly welcome, the lawful authority 
which 


remainder. That authority, it seems to us, 


is to be found only in the Sovereign power of | , ‘ b OF 
‘tution a declaration that it is absolute 


the realm.” 


Lord Robertson. 


| ment. 


You are | 


should undertake to administer the | 


are not claiming everything, but only 
what is within the scope of their duty 
All the rest 
they place at the free disposal of Parlia- 
What shall Parliament do with 
it? I hold that Parliament is absolutely 
free to dispose of it to that body which 
is most able to administer it as nearly 
as may be in accordance with the 
old trusts. In selecting which eccle- 
siastical body in Scotland meets that 
description, I hold that the Legislature 
has an absolutely free hand. I think, 
for my part, it being to a certain 
extent preperty in _ peculiar parts 
of the country, that the Legislature 
might very well have said that the 
Established Church of Scotland and 
not the United Free Church was the 
better fitted for that duty. I mention 
that merely by way of illustration; 
and it would certainly be contrary 
to the duty of the Legislature to give 
it to the United Free Church merely 
because it had claimed it in litigation 
and had lost it. We have to deal with the 
state of Scotland as a whole, and, on the 
whole, I make no doubt whatever that the 
United Free Church, which in numbers, 
in character, in ability, and in zeal is 
so strong, is the proper recipient of this 
State endowment, but State endowment 
it is. It is conferred upon them by the 
Legislature for the purpose of fulfilling 
trusts which have lapsed in the hands 
of their proper holders, for that purpose 
and on that occasion only. 


I do not intend to touch at any length 
on one incident in the progress of these 
events. I have indicated that the 
difference between those two bodies is to 
a certain extent extremely imperceptible 
and evanescent ; but, on the other hand, 
it touched a point upon which the con- 
science of religious people in Scotland 
has always been extremely sensitive. 
Although I do notin the least degree share 
in the opinion, I highly honour people who 
stand to principles, and I think that is the 
case of the Free Church. But, my Lords, 
in the course of the proceedings leading 
up to this Bill, the other body has taken 
a step which I think the House ought to 
know. It has made as part of its consti- 
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master of its own creeds, that it can alter 
them to any extent and to all extent to- 
Jay, to-morrow, and to the end of the 
chapter ; and it holds out its hand to 
receive the money which the State is now 
dealing with on the footing that its creed, 
30 far as legal obligations go, is absolutely 
fluid, and that it is not bound to any 
doctrine whatever, even in Christian, 
let alone Free Church, theology, longer 
than it pleases. If anyone thinks that a 
strong statement, I will just read the 
words. They are as clear as noonday. 
It declares that— 

“This Church has the sole and exclusive 
right and power from time to time, as duty 
may require, through her Courts to alter, change, 
add to, or modify her constitution and laws, 
subordinate standards, and formulas, and to 
determine and declare what these are, and 
to unite with other Christian Churches.” 


I am sure everyone in the House knows 
that an appeal to the Bible is an appeal 


which is made by everybody, and ac- | 


cordingly so far as any restraining power 
is concerned that may be regarded as 
nugatory. Further, the General As- 
sembly declares that— 


“4 decision of the Court given either unani- | 
mously, or by a majority of its members present | 
and voting, is the decision of the Court, and | 
the decision of the General Assembly so reached | 


is final.” 


I part from this branch of the subject, 
having pointed out that it is perfectly 
idle to represent the Church which, lL agree, 
ust receive this large sum of money as 


1 Church holding, in the sense of being | 


bound to the standards of the old Free 
Church. That is not historically the 
fact. 


I would like to say one word in conclu- 
sion. The bulk of what I have said, 
although not the whole, has its drift in 
favour of the Free Church, Let me say 
that I have personally no relation or 
sympathy whatever with either one body 
ot the other. Trojan and Tyrian are 
alike to me, and I am afraid I stand 
equally in the black books of both, 
because I am a Prelatist, and therefore a 
malignant and a heretic. Accordingly 
Thave no favour to make or conciliation 
to procure with either body. Iam afraid 
they take a very gloomy view of my 
future; but, at the same time, when a 
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man has no character to lose he perhaps 
more boldly faces the consequence. 
That is my happy position. The other 
word I want to say is this. I am not 
without sensibility to the ecclesiastical 
traditions of my own country, but on an 
occasion of this kind | do not think it 
fitting, at least for a layman, to run about 
holding candles at every shrine all at the 
same time. I think that on the Second 
Reading, and particularly in Committee, 
we had very much better cultivate such 
mundane virtues as justice and fair play 
without aspiring in the meantime to any 
of the other Christian graces ; and perhaps 
at the Third Reading all these things may 
Le added to us. 


THE Eart or ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, I think the House will appreciate 
the impartial tone in which the noble 
| and learned Lord has addressed himself 
to this question. The noble and learned 
Lord quoted a declaration by the legal 
Free Church in which they say—and a 
most praiseworthy sentiment it is—that 
they have no desire or intention to re- 
| tain anything which may be beyond the 
limits of the Church’s capacity to use 
and administer when fairly ascertained. 
Well, my Lords, I understand that one 
|of the chief objects of this Bill is to 
| provide an authority which will ascertain 
_the fair administration of the property. 
| Toe noble and learned Lord went on to 
say that he agreed with the further 
| statement of this body, that the authority 
was to be found only in the Sovereign 
power of the Realm. After all, the 
Sovereign power of the Realm is invoked 
in the proposal to pass this Bill, and a 
statutory Commission is appointed under 
no other authority than that of the 
Sovereign power of the Realm. 





IfI may refer to the extremely interest- 
ing opening statement of the noble 
Marquess, I venture to think he might 
have made the review of the past events 
which have rendered this measure 
necessary even more fully than he did. 
In one point the noble Marquess did not, 
so far as my information goes, give the 
version which will be received with 
agreement throughout Scotland as to 
some of the steps which occurred before 
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the decision of your Lordships’ House 
was given. I mean when he said that 
after the union of the two Churches in 
1900, the United Free Church—that is 
the majority Church—took action to 


expel the minority—the old Free 
Church—from certain churches and 
buildings.: My impression is that 


the procedure was rather the other way, 
and that the minority Church took the 
initiative on that occasion. Then the 
United Free Church, in order to defend 
their position, took action in the case of 
four churches, I think it was, and gave 
priva‘e intimation to the other side that 
the procedure was in the nature of a test 
cae. No agreement was arrived at, and 
the minority Church took proceedings 
against the United Free Church claiming 
practically the whole of the property in 
auestion. The decision of the Scottish 
Courts was given against them, and they 
then appealed and, as your Lordships 
know, the decision of this House was in 
favour of the minority Church. 


I hope no one will suggest that 
approval of this Bill is in any way 
inconsistent with due respect for, and 
deference to, the decision of the noble 
and learned Lords who formed the Court 
which dealt with this case. I should 
have thought that no one in this House 
would welcome this measure more than 
the noble and learned Lords who were 
called upon to take part in that judg- 
ment. It is no new thing that the 
literal application of the law may not 
really attain the end of justice in the 
ordinary sense of the word. We were 
taught at college that the origin of the 
great department of law, which the noble 
and learned Earl on the Woolsack 
represents, was simply that it was found 
in early days that the strict application 
of the law might work hardship, and in 
order to bring about an alleviation of 
that state of things an officer was 
appointed to cancel decrees and de- 
cisions which seemed to be inconsistent 
with equity and justice. The recogni- 
tion of that principle may be found 
in rather a notable decision given 
by a Judge on a certain occasion 
when he addressed the accused person 
thus— 

‘ You say that you broke the law in- 
alvertently and in ignorance. Very well, 


The Earl of Aberdeen. 
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ought to have done so and so. Among other 
things, to put yourself right you ought to have 
taken proceedings which might have cost you 
£500, though apparently you do not possess 
five Sendeal pence. In the circumstances the 
sentence of the Court is that you are to be 
imprisoned for one day, and as you have heen 
detained the whole of this day you are. 
now discharged.” 


I admit that that particular case was 
one of bigamy, but I do not think that 
makes mv illustration less appropriate, 
This Bill has been found necessary 
because there was a union between two 
Churches. That union was declared to 
be irregular, and consequently pains and 
penalties ensued. 


I have spoken as to the neccssity of 
the Bill. In this country we have some- 
times heard this mattei spoken of as 
if it were a quarrel or dispute between 
two bodies, a sort of ecclesiastical tug- 
of-war; and such expressions as these 
might be heard, “A plague on both 
your Churches.” But those who know 
the facts know what a very different 
aspect the matter really holds. It must 
be remembered that those who form 
what we used to call the Free Church of 
Scotland obtained at a very great price 
their freedom to manage their own 
affairs as they thought right. That 
was in 1842, and thev did secure, as 
they thought, the right to carry out 
a union with any other body ; and 
the decision which was given in this 
House was to most people in Scotland a 
most astounding decision as regards its 
effects. Ido not want to lay too much 
stress on the disproportion in the mem- 
bership of the two Churches, though that 
must not be lost sight of. It might al- 
most be described in the words of a 
former Prime Minister, who on one ac- 
casion during the.recess had as a guest 
at his place in Scotland a distinguished 
Austrian statesman. When _ driving 
through the park the guest remarked to 
his host, “I see you keep sheep.” 
“Yes,” said the host, with modest com- 
placency, ‘I keep a thousand.” “ Ah,” 
said the Austrian, “I keep a thousand 
shepherds.” Really, as to numerical pr- 
portion, you may almost say that the 
number of the ministers of the United 
Free Church constituted a very consider- 
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able proportion of the number of the 
membership of the legal Free Church 
after 1900. 


I am the last person to speak disre- 
spectfully of minor'ties. Those who sit 
on this side of the House are not likely 
to minimise the rights and privileges 
which attach to a minority, but there is 
a certain amount of anomaly when we 
speak of the apportioning of property 
between such disproportionate bodies in 
numbers. The judgment of this House 
laid stress on the importance of recognis- 
ing the intentions and the wishes of the 
donors of the property which was being 
dealt with. Well, my Lords, that 
sounds asif it referred onlv to donors 
who are past and gone, but some of the 
donors are still alive. I see one in this 
House who is one of the strongest sup- 
porters of the union, I think you 
would find a great many more 
donors who are in favour of the union 
than of the other way of thinking. Itis 
stated in the clause dealing with the 
proportion which the Commission are 
directed to keep in view in dealing with 
the property tiat if one-third of the 
congregation can be shown to belong to 
the legal Free Church they may claim 
the church building in dispute. Perhaps 
I may be excused for alluding to the fact 
that one of the noble and learned Lords 
who were called upon to give ,udgment 
n the recent decision has since suggested 
that he thought the basis of a mere 
majority would have been quite sufficient 


io meet the requirements of the case—I | 
mean that instead o: two-thirds of the | to ; 
| any opposition to the Second Reading 


membership being necessary, a majority 
should have been sufficient. But hat is 
in some sense a point of detail. 


I think it may be maintained that this 
Bill really does provide what is sufficient 
and nothing more than sufficient for the 
purpose in view. I cannot help thinking 
of a phrase which the noble and learned 
Lord used in his speech last week when 
he spoke in a different connection—“ the 
Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing but the 
Bill.’ Leaving out of the question Clause 
5, I would say that the Bill, the whole 
Bill, and nothing but the Bill, will meet 
the case before us in order to secure that 
equity which the Bill speaks of. I donot 
think I need say anything about Clause 
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5. Iam afraid that the Parliamentary 
student of the future will be puzzled when 
he finds the apparition of Clause 5 rearing 
its head in a Bill which deals with a very 
different class of matters altogether. 
The noble Marquess disclaimed with 
some warmth—and we all know that 
that is so—that he is incapable of being 
a@ party to anything dishonourable. 
I entirely agree, and I support the in- 
sertion of Clause 5 in this Bill. Those 
who represent in Scotland the United 
Free Church have shown on the whole 
considerable self-abnegation and calmness 
in very trying circumstances. There can 
be no doubt that this question might 
have been made a Party political question 
at a certain period, namely, before the 
Commission was appointed ; but I think 
it was a wise decision on the part of the 
leaders of that Church to discourage any 
such intention. I rejoice to see the Bill 
before the House, and though my noble 
and learned friend has rather intimated 
that it is his intention to move Amend- 
ments, my hope is that there may be no 
material Amendments. so that the 
Bill may go back to the other House 
without substantial alteration and 
have a prospect of being passed into law 
without delay. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, I do not think that I can 
refuse altogether to take part in this 
amicable and friendly discussion upon 
so important a Bill as that now before 
the House, but I am sure your Lordships 
will be relieved to hear that as there does 
not seem to be the slightest chance of 


stage of the measure, it will not be 
necessary for me to say very much on 
this occasion. I really could not allow 
this discussion to close without adding 
my humble tribute of congratulation to 
my noble friend the Secretary for Scot- 
land for the manner in which he dealt 
with the introduction of this Bill. I 
venture to say that a more calm and 
temperate and equitable statement was 
never made with regard to any Bill before 
the House. But it is such a one as we 
should have expected from him who has 
lived amongst us in Scotland from his 
earliest years, who has held the post of 
Commissioner to the General Assembly, 
and who throughout his life has shown 
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his interest in all the branches of the | 
Presbyterian Church. 


Although, as has been said, we have 
our controversies, and sometimes rather 
bitter controversies, amongst Presbyter- 
ians in Scotland, I think there is an 
over-ruling feeling amongst all of us that 
the interests of Presbyterianism and of 
the Church of Christ in Scotland are 
superior to the special interests of any 
one particular branch of it ; but I venture 
to say, if ever that feeling seemed by our 
controversies to have been overclouded 
during the last few years, and more 
particularly during the last eight = 
the 


ten months, at any rate in 
case of some of us that feeling 
has come to the front and_ has 


done something to still some at any rate 
of those bitter controversies. The noble 
and learned Lord who spoke from the 
bench behind me was most generous in 
his acknowledgment of the necessity 
of the Bill and the necessity of having 
an Executive Commission, and did not, 
therefore, contest anything that Ishould 
call a Second Reading principle of the 
Bill, although I understood him to say 
that in some of its clauses it contained 
a dangerous interference with rights of 
property, with trusts, and with some 
principles which might be extended to 
the South of the Tweed; and I under- 
stood him to say that the right principle 
to have gone upon would have been to 
take nothing from the Free Church 
whichit was not absolutely proved up to 
the hilt that that body could not 
administer. 


*Lorp ROBERTSON: I never said 
anything of the kind. What I said was 
that I thought that the proper scope of 
the inquiry for the Commission was 
what parts of the property the Free 
Church on a reasonable view of the 
whole circumstances might be found to 
b> unable to administer. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
absolutely accept that definition, and I 
should say that the noble and learned 
Lord had stated in the most accurate 
terms what is the intention and purport 
ofthe Bill. The Commission is to find out 
what there is a reasonable chance of the | 
Free Church being able to administer, | 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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and only to deal with that which 
administer. The 
noble and learned Lord, in the 
earlier part of his speech, quoted a 
passage from the preamble of the Bill, 
and contrasted it unfavourably with 
the words inthe first clause. The words 
in the first clause which he quoted were 
that the Commission established under 
this Act are to allocate— 

“The property in question, as defined by this 
Act, in such a manner as appears to the Com. 
mission fair and equitable.” 

The noble and learned Lord stopped 
there. But the clause goes on— 

“ Having regard to all the circumstances 


of the case, but subject to the provisions of 
this Act.” 


The judgment is obviously one of 
the circumstances of the case. It could 
not be anything else. I am quite sure 
that none of your Lordships would 
support this Bill for a moment if that 
were not perfectly clear on the face of 
it. It is not the case to say that the 
Commissioners are turned loose upon the 
property. You do not distribute it under 
the nebulous conditions of being fair and 
equitable without any directions, be- 
cause in the subsequent clauses of the 
Bill there are, as I think, reasonable, 
but certainly fairly elaborate, provi- 
sions as to the conditions to which the 
Commissioners are to have regard. All 
I can say, in addition, upon that point 
is that when we see the Amendments 
we shall be able to judge of the points in 
which the Bill, I will not say offends, 
but in which the Bill is not pleasing 
to the noble and learned Lord, and 
discussions upon such points as those 
can be deferred until the Committee 
stage. 


What I am anxious to emphasise 
is this, that those who consider this 
Bill should come to it carefully r- 
membering the facts of the judgment. 
The judgment said that the United 
Free Church had no right or title in the 
property ; it said that the Free Church 


had a right and title to it according to 


the terms of the trusts, and those trusts 
contained different and va ying con- 
ditions ; and I contend that it would 
be just as great a diversion of trusts, 
just as great an invasion of the rights 
of beneficiaries in trusts or in private 
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property, to divert from the purpose 
designed by the testator or the donor of 
the special trust as it would be to divert 
the property from one Church to another. 
The noble and learned Lord was quite 
candid about this. He evidently felt 
that in the case of foreign missions that 
contention was absolutely correct, and 
he said so with great fairness. But that | 
does not exhaust the whole of the| 
different trusts. There are funds de- | 
voted to the support of aged and infirm 
ministers, to colonial schemes, to Con- 
tinental churches, and to purposes for 
the conversion of the Jews and others ; | 
and I think I may say it is a matter of 
public notoriety that at any rate of the 
great majority of these cases those who 
have been adjudged to be the real! 
trustees are not able to administer the 
funds. That is the point upon which | 
the Commission will have to decide, | 
and<the whole scope of the Bill is that 
on such matters, subject to the con- 
ditions Jaid down in the Bill, we should 
trust the Commissioners and _ leave 
them to decide the matters upon the 
evidence brought before them. 





The noble and learned Lord seemed to 
think that principles equivalent to these 
might have effect in, I think he specified, 
the Established Church in Wales. I 
do not see how that parallel holds good. 
These Churches which are concerned 
in this property are in no sense Estab- | 
lished Churches. The Church in Wales | 
could not be the subject of a judgment | 
such as this, and, therefore, I do not see | 
that the parallel indicated by the noble | 
and learned Lord is really germane to) 
the point at issue. At one period of his | 
speech the noble and learned Lord seemed | 
to indicate that either the Archbishop | 
of Canterbury or the Established Church 
of Scotland might, on principles analo- | 
gous to these, come in for some part of 
this property. 


*Lorp ROBERTSON: I did not 
say that. I said the competence of 
Parliament was so absolute that it was 
within their legislative powers to give 
it to the head of the Church of England ; 
but in another part of my speech I dis- 
cussed the question whether the Estab- 
lished Church of Scotland might not 
be a possible depositary for some of these 
funds, 











{31 Jury 1905} 





(Scotland) Bill. 866 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
It is obvious on the face of it that that 
would be a diversion of trusts and an 
interference with the principles on which 
the property is held far in excess of any- 
thing suggested by this Bill; but I am 
most anxious not to widen the range of 
controversy, and perhaps, as it was 
only used as an illustration, it would 
have been wiser if I had made no allusion 
to that part of the noble and learned 
Lord’s speech. In one part of his speech, 
however, he made a direct appeal to 
me as to whether I, except for the ap- 
pearance of Clause 5, would not have 
perhaps scrutinised the provisions of 
the Bill rather more closely. I do not 
think that was, under all the circum- 
stances, an altogether fair insinuation. 
I do not think that this is an ideal 
method of doing what is necessary after 
the judgment. Some of us last year 
would have preferred if the matters 
could have been arranged by private 
negotiation between the two parties 
chiefly interested. Among others, I 
did my humble best to bring this 
about. I failed, and I believe I failed 


| mainly because the spirit of controversy 


ran high, and because some of those 
who were concerned thought it was 
contrary to their consciences to allow 
the diversion of anything which had 
been adjudged to them. When people 
in a case of this kind bring in an 
argument from what they conscien- 


|tiously believe it is not possib‘e to 


go further, and I frankly admit that the 
effort which I and others made failed, 
but I would rather have made that effort 
and failed than that it should not have 
been made at all. From that moment, 
I think I am within what is known to a 
great many more than those who are in 
this House when I say that 1 recognised 
the necessity for the intervention of the- 
Government, and according to my own 
humble ability I have done my best to 
bring about a reasonable settlement such 
as is embodied in the Bill. 


I am in favour of Clause 5, and if it is 
attacked in Committee 1 venture to say 
that I shall be able to give good reasons 
foritsretention. [am not going into that 
now, because it has not been attacked. 
I do not say that I, like the noble 
Earl opposite, would not have preferred 
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+o see Clause 5 in a separate Bill. But we 
know the circumstances and conditions 
under which legislation is transacted in 
another place, and I cannot say that I 
think the discretion of the Government 
to insert this clause in the Bill, to which 
in some aspects it is certainly much more 
relevant than many people seem to think, 
was hot a wise discretion. There has been 
no contest or hardly any contest in 
Scotland about this clause upon its merits. 


1t has been suggested that this Bill 
has been passed in the form in which it 
stands because a general election is 
impending, and the votes on one side are 
supposed to be more worth having than 
the votes on the other. I do not think 
that in itself is an altogether worthy 
iasinuation. I believe that the heart of 
Scotland has been very deeply stirred 
in this matter, and that in the main this 
Bill reflects the sound and matured 
judgment of the people of Scotland as 
being likely to bring about as fair a 
settlement as is possible under the cir- 
cumstances. But if it is contended 
that Clause 5 would not have passed 
aad it been by itself and judged purely 
on its merits, surely I am entitled, bearing 
in mind that a general election is im- 
pending, to refer to the vote of the Scotch 
Members in the House of Commons when 
Clause 5 was proposed by itself. On 
July 12th, whenin Committee the Question 
was put from the Chair, ‘‘That Clause 5 
stand part of the Bill,” fifty-four Scotch 
Members voted for it, and only one against 
it. Surely, under the political circum- 
stances in which we live, that is as near 
en approach to unanimity on thee part 
of the representatives at any rate of the 
people of Scotland as to the merits of 
Clause 5 as we can reasonably expect. 
And if a general election is impending, 
’ and if the votes of those who are interested 
in various parts of the Bill are suppo.-ed 
to be reflected by the votes of their 
Members in Parliament, surely it is a 
pretty good indication of what is the 
feeling of the people of Scotland on the 
merits of this clause that on one occasion 
the Question of whether this clause 
should pass or not was carried by fifty- 
four to one, and on another occasion by 
forty-two to eight. I venture to say 
that under all the circumstances that 
is an ample justification for the intro- 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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duction of this clause, and is a full 
answer to those who think that it should 
not have appeared in the Bill. 


I think that most of the other matters 
which have been referred to are matters 
which can be much better dealt with 
when we come to the Committee stage. 
There is much in this Bill which is of great 
interest to the people of Scotland, much 
which has been the subject of great dis- 
cussion, but I think that on the whole 
we may fairly pass this Bill with the 
feeling that it meets with approval in 
Scotland, and that the Government 
have done what is right. They and 
their Commission have had a long and 
laborious task, and I for one shall be 
very glad to see the consummation of a 
hope of a greater amount of peace 
brought about by the passage of this 
Bill. I believe with all mv heart that 
that will be a permanent result of the 
measure, and that it will work for the 
good of religion and for the peace of 
the Presbyterian Church. 


Lorp OVERTOUN: My Lords, the 
noble Lord, who with so much ability, 
moved the Second Reading of this Bill, 
said that noble Lords South of the Tweed 
might probably have some difficulty in 
understanding all the divisions of our 
Scottish Presbyterianism. I suspect that 
that is true. I would like to add that 
when one of the largest Churches in 
Scotland set about trying to heal those 
divisions the result was that it was de- 
spoiled uf allits property. I need not go 
into the question which has been so ably 
set forth by the noble Lord the Secretary 
for Scotland, except to remind your 
Lordships that in 1843 at the time of the 
Disruption the majority of the Church of 
Scotland believed that the State was 
encroaching on their spiritual indepen- 
dence and they voluntarily gave up all 
the benefits of Establishment—they gave 
up their manses, their stipends, and their 
churches—and left the Establishment in 
order that for conscience sake they might 
be free. 


I shall say nothing about the notable 
judgment of August Ist last, beyond 
that the Free Church, having voluntarily 
left the Establishment and all its emolu- 
ments and severed their connection with 
the State, were certainly amazed to 
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learn that in spite of all they had said | proceedings immediately after the Union 
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and suffered, Establishment was decided 
to be a vital doctrine of the Free 


Church, and that by treating it as an_ 
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open question—which to my knowledge | 


for the Jast forty years has been done in 
the Free Church—they had violated 
their trusts and forfeited their property 
which was valued at many millions. 
The Free Church believed, and _ still 
believe, that they possess the right of 
self-government in doctrine and creed. 
The noble and learned Lord opposite 
said that the United Free Church claimed 
to be the master of its own creed. And 
so we do, and we think it much more | 
reasonable and right, and scriptural too, 
that a Church should be master of its own 
creed rather than Parliament, which is 
composed of many heterogeneous ele- 
ments. In the Auchterarder case which 
was decided in the House of Lords, 
Lord Campbell—one of the Judges—said 
that clergymen of the Church of Scotland 
were servants of the State and that they 
must do what the State bade them, 
and he added, “1t is only a Church self- 
founded and self-sustained that has a 
right to self-government.” That is a 
right which we believe we possess. 


| replied,“ I never did.” 


At any rate, the judgment of August Ist | 


came as a thunderbolt and was felt far 
beyond these Islands. It convulsed 
Scotland to its centre, and the country 
was amazed that the Church of at least 
one-third of the people of Scotland 
should be dispossessed of property pro- 
vided by themselves and that it 
should be handed over to a_ small 
fraction of about one - fiftieth of its 
members who contributed practically 
nothing to that property, and who 
admittedly could not administer it. 
The first instinct of the Scottish people 
who were thus muleted was to resist such 
a decision which appeared to them unjust. 


But, animated as the Scottish people are | 


by a strong law-abiding spirit, they 
obeyed the law, though they felt none 
the less keenly the injustice and the 
hardship which it involved. ‘Ihe Free 
Church congregations who entered the 
Union in 1900 numbered 1,132, while | 
those who refused to enter the Union 
numbered twenty-seven, and _ those 
twenty-seven, though they were assured 
of generous treatment if they did not see | 
their way to enter the Union, began law | 
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for the purpose of having it declared 
that they were the Free Church and that 
all its property belonged to them. 


Besides the question of Establishment, 
one of the grounds of the charge against 
the United Free Church was that it had 
departed from the Confession of Faith 
by adopting, in 1902, a Declaratory Act 
as to the free offer of the Gospel. A 
small secession from the Free Church 
took place in 1902, and I am afraid that 
then, as also in this later case, which I 
suppose I should not call a secession, a 
great number of people were utterly 
ignorant of the principles involved. 
Perheps I may give your Lordships one 
illustration of that. In 1902 when the 
secession took place in regard to the 
Declaratory Act one of the office-bearers 
of those who left the Free Church and 
formed the Presbyterian Church of 
Scotland called upon me, and I said to 
him— 

**T am very sorry to bear that you have le t 
the Free Church. Why have you left?” 
“Well,” he said, “I could not stand the De- 
claratory Act.’ ‘‘ Now, my friend,” said I, 
“might I ask you a question ? Have you eve 
read the Declaratory Act?” “No,” h 
I asked, “ Are you 
aware of the contents of the Declaratory Act ?”’ 
“No,” he answered, ‘I am not aware of what 
is in it at all.” ‘* Well,” I said, “I honestly 
think you had better hear it read.” 

So I told him what was in the Declara- 
tory Act, and he expressed his intense 
amazement, because he had believed that 
the Declaratory Act had for its main issue 
that we were descended from monkeys, 
and that various tenets of scripture were 
set aside by arguments such as that. 
But the body that left the Free Church 
in 1902 made no claim whatever to 
property, nor did the twenty-seven 
ministers who refused to enter the Union 
suggest that any such proposal should be 
made. When the judgment of August 
Ist was given, some imagined that the 
United Free Church would at once proceed 
to dissolve the Union for the sake of 
keeping their property. But those who 
held that view little knew Scottish 
character, for now, as in Covenanting 
days, spiritual independence and sacred 
rights were involved, and no such course 
was for a moment thought of. 


Happily, by strenuous efforts, as the 
noble Lord opposite has mentioned, this 
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question has been kept out of Party 
politics, and the Scottish Members of 
Parliament, and the people of Scotland, 
with few exceptions, have insisted that 
whatever might be said as to the legality 
of the judgment of August Ist, a cruel 
injustice had resulted and that it must 
be remedied by Parliament. It was 
hoped that a Suspensory Act would be 
passed to preserve the status quo until 
Parliament should move and decide as to 
what should be done. But the Govern- 
ment did not see their way to such a 
course, and the minority at once seized 
by force twenty-eight churches and then 
applied to the Court for execution ; they 
evicted nearly 100 flourishing congrega- 
tions from the churches, and gave notice 
to 115 clergymen to leave their manses ; 
they evicted Principal Rainy, and the 
professors and students from the Edin- 
burgh College, and they took possession 
of our great Assembly Hall. Some noble 
Lords may perhaps say that, after all, this 
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pound of flesh and would entertain no 
proposals whatever. The evictions pro- 
ceeded, and I can speak with feeling, be- 
cause I happen to be an officer-bearer in 
one of the largest congregations who have 
been evicted from their church. We 
number nearly 1,000 members, while of 
the body who have evicted us not more 
than twenty ever belonged to the congre- 
gation. On June 7th the Government 
introduced their Bill, which, however, 
did not entirely follow the recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission and it 
contained provisions to which the Scot- 
tish people could not assent. I would 
like to say that we do not quarrel with 
the very unusual provision that was 
suggested by the Royal Commission and 
is embodied in this Bill, that if a body 
of trustees were unable to fulfil their 
trust they should be asked to fulfil such 
part of it as they are able to do, and that 
the remainder should be handed over to 
another body to fulfil. We do not 





small body were only retaliating for the 


quarrel with that exceptional treatment, 


harsh treatment they had received. I) because the circumstances are so entirely 
would like once and for all to put an end | exceptional that I do not believe in the 
to such a belief. At the opening of this | story of Christendom a_ parallel case 


Parliamert in February last, the noble | 
Lord who in this House seconded the | 
Address, said that it was well known that | 
the minority had been harshly treated. | 
May I assure your Lordships that that was | 
not the case. There was not one minister | 
evicted from his manse; there was not | 


| 


one congregation evicted from their | 


church ; and I challenge anyone to prove | 


a single case of harsh treatment in the 
case of the smaller body. On the contrary, 
they were personally and officially assured 
before the Union that they would receive 
the most generous treatment if they 
thought it right to remain outside the 
Union. 


At length the Government appvinted 
a Royal Commission to investigate 
the situation, and after much labour 
that Royal Commission gave in a Report 
which everyone viewed as admirable. | 
‘Lhe United Free Church had vainly tried | 
by negotiation to bring about an amicable | 
settlement by arbitration. The Govern- 
ment succeeded no better, for they 
appoiniea Sir John Cheyne to arbitrate, 
but the small body, the Free Church, 
refused to fall in with his suggestions, for 


the Free Church demanded their last 





crd Overtoun 


could be found. 


I shall not refer to Clause 5 further 
than to say that while the United Free 
Church could not think of refusing to 
her sister Church, the Church of Scotland, 
the liberty which they themselves claim 
to have, we do think that it deals with an 
important question which has little or no 
| relation to the Bill and which ought to 
| have been separately dealt with. 

With regard to congregational _ pro- 
perty, we were under the belief that it 
should have been dealt with in accord- 
ance with the one trust deed of the 
United Free Church, which provided 
both for union and for change of name, 
and which under its model trust deed 
provided as follows—and I hope noble 
Lords will notice this— 

‘* Whatever the Courts of law may determine 
as to which of the contending parties is to be 
held to be the Free Church, it shall be com- 
petent for each congregation, by a majority of 
its memb>rs in full communion, to decide that 
question for itself, so far as the possession and 
use of their place of worship and other property 
are concerned, with or without compensation 
to the minority, and such compensation to be 
settled by arbitration.” 


The noble Lord, Lord Davey, one of the 
Judges in the case, was distinctly of 
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opinion, and said so, that the property 
thus provided for should be arranged in 
accordance with that deed. His Majesty’s 
Government are fully aware of this, but 
they think that in view of the minority 
being successful litigants they ought to 
recognise the situation by fixing the 
proportion at two-thirds in place of a 
majority. Might I draw the attention 
of the noble Lord the Secretary for 
Scotland to one word that he used in 
moving the Second Reading. Inspeaking 
of the allotment of property and of the 
provision in the Bill to allot to the 
Churches according to their respective 
constitutions, he put in the word ‘‘ pre- 
sent ’’’ constitutions. Now, while that 
is all right, and we are glad that the 
Government in the Bill has recognised 
our constitution as made since the Union, 
the noble Lord will notice that we do not 
intend that we should be tied down to 
our present constitution, because we hold 
that we possess the liberty to vary and 
alter that constitution as within Scriptural 
authority the United Free Church from 
time to time may consider it right to do. 


In sitting down, let me say that on 
the whole we feel that the Government 
have met the wishes of Scotland reason- 
ably in this matter, and while we cannot 
help feeling that it is a little hard that 
our trust deed, the only one we have, 
should be departed from in dealing 
with property, we are willing to suffer 
this loss for the sake of a settlement, and 
while in addition to this important 
point there are some minor matters 
which we should be glad to have seen 
altered, we are glad that the Bill has 
unanimously passed the House of Com- 
mons. We hope that it will now meet 
with your Lordships’ approval, so that 
the Commissioners appointed by His 
Majesty may be enabled to enter on 
their labours, and that in the wisdom 
of the Commissioners and their noble 
Chairman, all of whom have the full 
confidence of the country, the distracted 
condition of Scotland may soon be 
brought to an end, that the contro- 
versies and litigation which unhappily 
have done so much to injure the highest 
interests of the country may cease, and 
that the Churches may be thus enabled 
to pursue in peace their great and 
divine work. 


{31 Suzy 1905} 
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*ToeE LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY: I will not detain 
your Lordships many moments, but I 
should not like this Second Reading 
debate to close without my having 
said a single word upon a matter 
which must be profoundly interesting 
to all those who are specially concerned 
in the religious welfare of Scotland 
and of England too, even though they 
may stand quite outside and have 
little or nothing to do with the actual 
litigants in the recent controversy. 
Exactly a year has passed since the 
decision was given upon which our 
attention has been concentrated to- 
pight, and your Lordships know how 
many were the offers and how many 
were the endeavours that were made 
a year ago by those who had very 
closely at heart the great interests 
which are at stake, in order, if it were 
possible in any voluntary way, to com- 
pose so wide and important a difference. 
When I came down to the House to- 
night I anticipated that we should hear 
some objections at least raised to this 
Bill upon questions of fundamental 
principle. We have heard one speech 
froma noble and learned Lord—a speech 
as lucid in its argument as his argu- 
ments always are, and as pointed in its 
phraseology as his phraseology always 
is, but it did seem to me—it may have 
been due to my inadequate appreciation 
of some of the points of his argument— 
that he was dealing not with the funda- 
mental principle which underlies this 
Bill, and with which alone we are con- 
cerned on Second Reading,but with the 
question of whether or not the words 
set forth in the preamble as the principle 
upon which the Bill should go had been 
adequately given effect to in the subse- 
quent provisions of the measure. If 
I understood the noble and learned 
Lord rightly, his argument amounted 
to this: that when the property claimed 
by the larger body had been decided 
to be in fact the property of the smaller 
body, the money then allotted to the 
smaller body could be legitimately ad- 
ministered by them only in so far as 
they were capable of effectively using 
those trusts, and that any balance 
which lay beyond was at the disposal 
of Parliament absolutely without any 
direct or prerogative right on the part 
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of the disinherited body to claim the 
money thus set at liberty. If that be 
so, is it not—I shrink from saying it— 
purely a legal rather than a general 
argument, for this reason? If I under- 
stand the story of these monies aright, 
their origin and source all date back 
to donors who belonged to one or other 
of these two bodies, the United Free 
Church and the Free Church. If that 
be the case, common sense would seem 
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should have dared to anticipate a year or 
two ago. Therefore, my Lords, I hopea 
Second Reading will certainly be given 
to this measure. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I. inter- 
vene to say only a word or two on the 
Second Reading of this Bill, not because 
the subject is one that is not full of 





interest, because it is full of interest 





to say that it was between those! to all Scotsmen and to me personally, 
two bodies alone that the money could | and not because there is not plenty of 
be legitimately and fairly allocated, | subject of debate, because undoubtedly 
inasmuch as it was not derived from you can hardly conceive a subject which 
sources which lay outside the two taken | could more naturally give rise to debate, 
together. If 1 might venture with some | because your Lordships have heard from 
trepidation to say so to one who argues | various noble Lords different accounts, 
with the weight and authority of the | but all agreeing in the main, of what 
noble and learned Lord, that appears | has taken place during the last eighteen 
to me to cut away somewhat the ground | months. The events of those eighteen 
from the argument on which he laid| months, so far as the Presbyterian 
stress to-night. Churches of Scotland are concerned, have 

On the practical issue now before us, | been full of incident and full of danger, 


I do not understand that the noble and | 224 it seems to me that the first duty 
learned Lord or any other Member of | that is laid upon Parliament is to meet 
your Lordships’ House thinks for a| the danger which has arisen amongst 
moment that the money ought to go | Ur Scottish Churches. I will not for a 
elsewhere than to one or other of the two | Moment attempt to go into the causes 
bodies who are at present concerned which led to this condition of danger 
in the controversy, and, that being so, it | @%4 tisk. I think that the great ma- 


is, aS it seems to me, a question for the 
Committee stage of the Bill rather than 
for Second Reading whether or not the 
allocation, such as it is, which the Bill 
proposes, has been fairly arranged for 
in its provisions. When the time 
comes we shall all be prepared to give 


jority both of Englishmen and Scotchmen 
will agree that the time has come when 
this condition of things must be abated. 
I do not say that the proposals in this 
Bill are absolutely ideal, or that they 
please me or would perhaps exactly 
please anybody who takes an interest 





attention to the matter in its details, | the subject. But they do seem to me 
and I, for one, shall look with the most | #° give good grounds for a settlement 
respectful care at any suggestions or that will, on the whole, satisfy the people 
Amendments that may emanate from |°! Scotland and meet the difficulties 
so high a source as the pen and brain | which have arisen, I believe, therefore, 
of the noble and learned Lord. bos the less debate and the less con- 
troversy we have, and the less we attempt 

But, my Lords, I should intensely |to amend the Bill in this House the 
regret if anything were to happen which | better. I would remind your Lordships 
should imperil a measure which does seem | that this Bill is, after all, to a large extent 
to have commended itself to the common | an agreed Bill. It is a Bill of which the 
sense of the country, both north of the | proposals have been carefully discussed 
Tweed and south of the Tweed, as being | by the Government on the one side, and by 
likely, with whatever modifications of | the representatives of the Churches on 
detail may be necessary, to bring about | the other, and an agreement has been 
peace where peace is so sorely desired, | come to op the terms of the Bill itself, 
and, as I venture to hope, to bring about | even though there had to be a certain 
peace on lines which may lead to a yet | amount of give and take on either side. 
Jarger reconciliation and to a wider|It was a rather remarkable thing, I 
arca of union or at least of unity than we | think, to observe the last Notice Paper 


Lhe Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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of the House of Commons on, I think, 
the Report stage of this Bill, when 
throughout that Notice Paper Amend- 
ments were down in duplicate in the 
names of the Lord-Advocate for Scotland 
and of my hon. friend Mr. Thomas Shaw, 
the Member for the Border Burghs. 
Amendment after Amendment appeared 
on the Paper in exactly the same terms, 
and those Amendments were accepted 
by the House of Commons as a whole, 
and the Bill passed by consent of the 
House. I hope that English Peers will 
not be led astray by the arguments of 
one Scottish Peer, however eminent a 
lawyer he may be, but that they will 
grant us again, as they have before 
granted us, some share in the management 
of our own affairs and in dealing with 
questions which pertain especially to 
Scotland. 


THE Eart oF LEVEN anv MEL- 
VILLE: I hope I may be allowed to 
express my most earnest hope that this 
Bill may pass unanimously through 
your Lordships’ House. My wish is 
founded not entirely on the grounds 
which have been put forward this even- 
ing, but largely because of the effect it 
will have on the religious Jife of Scotland. 
It is impossible not to sympathise with 
all the Churches in question in view of 
the magnificent work which they have 
done. I make no distinction between 
them. ‘lhe United Free Kirk, which 
haus sprung to arms during the troubies 
of the last year or two in a way which 
does it the highest credit: the Free 
Kirk, small though it may be, which 
sacrificed all it had for the sake of prin- 
ciple, and the Established Church, to 
which I myself belong, which through 
the centuries has done a work which 
has formed, | think I may say, the best 
part of the Scottish character—all these 
three deserve, I think, the deepest sym- 
pathy of everyone in the difficulties in 
which they have been placed. They 
have all done good work ; they all work 
from principle, and the only difference 
between them, I think, is entirely one of 
sentiment. In Scotland the other day I 
was asking members of these three 
different Churches whether, if there had 
never been any rupture, there was any 
ground for such a rupture now, but I 
could not find anyone to say that there 
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was. The difference, 1 think, is purely 
one of sentiment, and it requires an 
adept to say what the difference really 
is. {n my opinion this Bill, if it passes, 
will tend to broaden the foundations on 
which these Churches stand, to help 
them to work together in the cause of 
religion, and to humanise hundreds of 
thcusands of men who at this moment, 
owing to the divisions between these 
three Churches, are left entirely outside 
the pale, not only of Christianity, but of 
civilisation. In our great towns— 
Glasgow and elsewhere—hundreds of 
thousands of men never go to Church, 
but we have these three Churches, prac- 
tically in agreement one with another 
in all essentials, but counteracting one 
another’s good work, overlapping in 
many directions, and one preventing 
the good which another might so well 
accomplish. I do most earnestly hope 
that the condition of the country and 
the religious life of Scotland will be borne 
in mind, and that any questions of detail 
that may arise will receive only their 
due amount of consideration in view of 
the great importance that this Bill may 
have with regard to the religious life of 
the country. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: May I echo the hope 
of the noble Lord opposite that we may 
be able speedily to pass this Bill without 
any Amendment? I canassure your Lord- 
ships that the feeling in Scotland is very 
keen upon it, and I believe that the 
sooner we get out of the present position, 
in which we have been placed by the 
decision of the House of Lords on 
August Ist last, the better. Take 
one point as an illustration, namely, 
the Aged and Infirm Ministers’ Fund, 
to which over a thovsand men have been 
subscribing, many of them for forty or 
fifty years. At the present moment, 
according to the legal position, the fund 
to which they have been subscribing has 
been transferred to other hands, and, but 
for the expectation that the people of 
Scotland will back them up, these people, 
owing to that unfortunate decision, are, 
so far as the legal position is concerned, 
without any certainty of pension or 
relief should occasion necessitate it. This 
and other points which might be urged 
will, I think, convince every Member 
of your Lordships’ House that the suvner 
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this Bill is passed the better. As the | 
measure is a compromise, it will not be | 


wise to go into it too closely or to amend | 
I venture to | 
think that the unanimity of Scotch | 
Members with reference to Clause 5, | 


it to any large extent. 


to which Lord Balfour of Burleigh al- | 
luded, was possibly due to the feeling | 
that unless the Bill went through as a) 
whole it would not be passed at all, 
and not because they approved of the 
provisions of this clause. pee a 


The only other matter to which I) 
would refer on the present occasion is) 
that portion of the speech of the Secre- | 
tary for Scotland in which he said that it | 
was assumed on all sides that the religious | 
opinions of the people in the Church of 
Scotland had changed, and that therefore | 
the creed and formula of subscription of | 
the Church of Scotland must be amended | 
so as to meet that change of opinion. | 
I understand that in another place it. 
was asserted that no change in the creed | 
of the Established Church is proposed | 
by this Bill and that all that is proposed 
is that the terms of subscription should | 
be changed for Ministers and professors. | 


THe Marquess or LINLITHGOW: | 


I do not think I used the word “ creed.” | 
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beg to express an earnest hope that 
the Bill will go through, so that we may 
have in Scotland the assurance that we 
shall be able to continue the work of the 
Churches, as it has been through so many 
years, for the glory of God and for the 
benefit of the nation. 


THE Eart oF ROSEBERY: TI shall 
nut detain the House a moment, but I 
should not like this discussion to close 
without saying one word, not to disturb, 
but to swell the general chorus of har- 
mony which has prevailed throughout 
this discussion. The only exception, 
perhaps, has been the singularly brilliant 
and interesting speech of my noble and 
learned friend opposite, who, I think, 
took some intellectual pleasure in the 
differences which he indicated, because 
they did not seem to me to be founded 
on any very deep principle of objection, or 
based on anything more than the Com- 
mittee spirit of looking at a Bill, which has 
much larger aspects than the merely 
legal condition to which it applies. My 
noble and learned friend seemed to 
think that this was an almost piratical 
measure, containing certain principles of 


/a noxious and dangerous kind which 


had been set afloat like a fire-ship on the 


_ waters of controversy, and which might 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: Belief or dogma. | 


in the long run set on fire many institu- 


| tions, many trusts, and even one Church 


Tue Marquess or LINLITHGOW: [| 
said that the theology of to-day was 
different from the theology of 1693. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: I will not enter | 
into any theological argument, but | 
tne creed is the outcome of the theology | 
of the people, and I do not think that | 
that has been to any serious extent) 
changed. Ido not think those who have | 
signed a certain creed and departed from 
it, and who are filling certain ecclesiastical | 
appointments, are the proper people to) 
come forward and ask for a change in the | 
terms of subscription. This argument 
applies not only in Scotland but also in 
England, and, therefore, I did not wish | 
this opportunity to pass without contra- 
dicting the idea that because a few) 
people in a Church change their the- | 
ology, therefore the creed of the Church | 
in England, Scotland, or Wales should | 


be altered. With these few words I| Church they might belong, 
Lord Kinnaird. 


Establishment which at present cou- 
ceived itself to be free from its dangerous 
operations. With great humility, I ven- 


ture to say that that is a very narrow 


view to take of this measure. 


I think we have all recognised, and I 
have observed with great pleasure in 
the discussion of to-night, that the one 
important preliminary in considering the 
Bill is this—that we are bound to respect 
the soundness and the legality of the 
decision given by this House last year. 
I have not heard a word of criticism of 
that decision, although I think I caught a 
tinge of regret in the speech of my noble 
friend Lord Overtoun; and it would 
have been most unmeet if any such word 
of criticism had been offered. But, at 
the same time, we must recognise the 
fact that that decision, legally sound as 
it no doubt was, did appear to the great 
majority of Scotchmen, to whatever 
to have 
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eftected substantial injustice, to which 
at the first blush, at the first agony of 
that decision, it did not seem easy to 
ofier any effectual remedy. We turned 
to the right and to the left; efforts at 


881 


conciliation were made, among others, | 


by my noble friend at the Table, as he has 
mentioned to-night; but it was felt 
from the beginning, I think, by some 
of us, that the only possible remedy for 
the anomaly which had been created by 
the undoubted operation of the law was 


by the interference of the Government | 


and the Legislature. And the result of 
that has been that we have had one 


Commission already ; we have had now) 


this Bill, which is setting on foot another 


Executive Commission, with the largest | 


discretion and the most effective powers, 
to put in order that which has been put 
in some disorder by the law. It is a 
rough and ready remedy for a condition 
of things which had arisen in that 
strange fashion. In these circumstances 
I would appeal to my noble and learned 


friend not to apply too much of his legal | 
Committee to the various | 


acumen in 
clauses in which he sees a germ of danger. 


This is, after all, a remedy, perhaps 
unprecedented, for a state of things 


which I hope will have no repetition | 


in this country. We must not be tied 
absolutely in large matters of policy 
of this kind by considerations of rather 
nicely-drawn disquisitions on legal 
points. 


the equities of the case ; or, let me say, 
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We must apply ourselves to | 
this matter with a broad wish to meet | 
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all the considerations, that this Bill will 
return at this late period of the session 
to the other House as it came, because 
even a word or two of amendment 
might retard the beneficent operation 
of a measure which every patriotic 
Scotchman desires to see passed. 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 





THE LOSS OF THE “ KHYBER.” 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
rise to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether they have given their con- 
sideration to the report of the formal 
investigation into the loss at Porthloe 
Cove, Cornwall, of the British ship 
“Khyber” with twenty-three lives ; 
| whether, with a view to avoiding, as 
far as possible, similar sacrifices of life 
_in the future, they are intending to take 
any steps in carrying out the four sug- 
gestions contained in the report made 
'by the three magistrates and three 
nautical assessors constituting the 
Court ; whether they can assist in carry- 
‘ing out the recommendation of the 
Court regarding the Sennen lifeboat ; 
and, further, whether they can see their 
way clear to act on the recommendation 
| that a reward should be given to Charles 
| Trenerry for his energy and promptitude 
in bringing intelligence regarding the 
“Khyber” to the coastguard station at 
| Sennen, 


as I know my noble friend objects to | 


” 


the word “equity” in this connection, 
with a broad wish to meet the neces- 
sities of the case. I, for one, having 
lived for some months last year in 


Scotland, when the feverish passion | 


and stress of this matter were at their 


height, do offer my hearty thanks to the | 


Government for having brought forward 


a measure which has received the accep- | 
tance of the United Free Church and) 
the submission, I cannot say more, of | 
the smaller Church which claims and | 
has a legal title to the epithet “ Free.” 


I thank the Government for having 


made this effort, and I thank my friend | 


the noble Marquess for the spirit and 
largeness of view with which he has 
presented it; and I hope, in view of 


| Tae UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
(STATE ror tHe COLONIES (The 
|Duke of Martsorouan): My Lords, 
in replying to the noble Lord I would 
remind him that the report of the Court 
of inquiry suggested in the first place that 
the coastguard staff should always be 
kept up to such a strength at all times 
that every part of the coast might be 
properly patrolled. I understand that 
the Admiralty, in reply to that recom- 
mendation, state that it is not a part of the 
duty of the coastguard to patrol the coast 
for the purpose of watching for casualties, 
and that the force must be always liable 
|to be withdrawn or reduced at the dis- 
| cretion of the Admiralty, 
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With regard to the second and third 
tecommendations, I understand that 
the Admiralty are prepared to con- 
sider them in a favourable light .and 
are trying to carry them into effect. 
With regard to the fourth recommen- 
dation, that some improved method of 
communication between the mainland 
and adjacent lighthouses and lightships 
should be provided, a system of wireless 
telegraphy is now being tried to see 
whether these different points can be | 
connected up, but no conclusion has yet | 
been arrived at. The next recommenda- 
tion was to the effect that improve- 
ments were required to enable the 
Sennen lifeboat to be launched in all 
weathers and at all states of the tide, 
and in connection with this it has been 
suggested that improvements should be 
made for the protection of the harbour 
against storms. As regards the first 
point the board are in communication 
with the Royal National Lifeboat Insti- 
tution; and, as regards the second, 
they have? intimated to the town 
authorities that they would approach the 
Treasury with a view to obtaining a 
grant for these purposes, provided that the 
town itself would contribute an adequate 
sum, but at present no reply has been 
received from the town. 


There was another recommendation, 
that lighter transport carriages should 
be supplied for the rocket apparatus 
for use in this hilly country; but the 
Board of Trade cannot agree to the 
suggestion thet the apparatus should be 
carried in three different carriages, be- 
cause it is probable that in the event of 
the apparatus being required only a 
portion of it might be brought up. They, 
therefore, think it desirable that the 
strongest transport carriage should be 
used. As to the last Question, I am 
informed that both the Board of Trade 
and the Lifeboat Society gave Charles 
Trenerry adequate remuneration, and 
they do not see their way to increase it. 


THE CHANTREY BEQUEST. 
Tue EArt or CARLISLE rose “ To ask 
whether! the? Government had received 
any communications from the Royal 


‘LORDS} 





Academy in answer to the Report of 
The Duke of Marlborough, 
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the Committee on the administration 
of the Chantrey Bequest; and, if not, 
whether they intended to take any steps 
to carry out the suggestions of that 
Committee.” He said, my Lords, may 
I, as shortly as possible, state my reasons 
for asking my noble friend this Question ? 
Last year a Select Committee was ap- 
pointed, on the Motion of my noble 
friend Lord Lytton, to inquire into the 
administration of the Chantrey Bequest. 
That Committee sat a considerable num- 
ber of times, had a great deal of evidence 
before it, and arrived at a practically 
unanimous decision. They made certan 
recommendations which, if I may say 
so, were excessively conservative and 
moderate in their character. These 
recommendations were aimed, not at any 
revolutionary change, but were intended 
to give the Academy power of fulfilling 
the obvious intentions of the testator, 
which, owing to different words in the 
will and regulations, it fails to do at 
present. 


I will give but one instance of my 
meaning. Chantrey stated that the fund 
which he provided was to be used for the 
purchase of works of Fine Art of the 
highest merit in painting and sculpture 
that could be obtained, and he added 
that this fund should be allowed, if at 
any time thought desirable, to accumu- 
late for a term of not exceeding five 
years. It is obvious, I think, that the 
accumulation was to be allowed in order 
to make it possible to purchase works 
of the highest merit, but that accumula- 
tion has practically never taken place, 
because the council of the Academy, 
which is the purchasing body, changes 
from year to year, and they have always 
spent the income of the year in the year 
and have never been able to have that 
accumulation which Chantrey directed 
that they should have. In fact, one of 
their members, giving evidence before 
the Committee, said— 

“You must remember the limitation of our 
funds ; £2,000 a year does not go very far.” 


That is not an imaginary case. Only 
this year, I believe, a very important 
work of art, which has received admiration 
and applause almost universally, was not 
purchaseable by the trustees of the 
Chantrey Fund on account of their not 
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having at their disposal the accumula- 
tions they were directed to have by the 
will. 

One of the recommendations of the 
Committee—and the most important 
recommendation, I think—was intended 
exactly to meet that case. The Com- 
mittee recommended that the elected 
members should be appointed to hold 
office for five years in order to enable 
them to accumulate money and buy 
important works of art. It seems to 
me clear that the Royal Academy have 
not availed themselves of that advice. 
The advice of the Committee was that 
effect should be given to these provisions, 
either under a scheme of the Charity 
Commissioners on the application ofthe 
trustees or by Act of Parliament. It 
seems pretty clear that no application 
has been made, because we understand 
that purchases have gone on in the usual 
way, and that po advantage has been 
taken of the suggestion that has been 
made to them. I do not think it at all 
likely that an Act of Parliament will be 
passed this year, or probably next, to 
remedy this state of things, but I should 
like to point out to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that they have in their hands a 
certain remedy, though perhaps only an 
indirect one. At present the purchases 
made by the trustees of the Chantrey 
Bequest go automatically to the National 
Gallery. They are handed over to the 
Government, who direct the trustees of 
the National Gallery to house them. 
The trustees have no power of selection 
or elimination. This collection is increas- 
ing very rapidly. 


By the generosity of Sir Henry Tate, 
who built a gallery at Millbank, there is 
at present still some room for the housing 
of pictures; but if the pictures go on 
accumulating at the present rate it will 
shortly become a question as to where 
they are to be placed. At present the 
nation has no control over the number 
or quality of the pictures sent. If the 
Government, and I believe they can do 
it without any difficulty, were to alter that 
restriction, and make it possible for the 
Board of the National Gallery to exercise 
some selection and discrimination, it 
would at all events be some sanction on 
the action of the Chantrey Trustees and 
would show them that theyare not entirely 
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and solely masters of the situation. I 
very much regret that Lord Crewe, who 
was Chairman of this Commission, has 
not brought forward this question, as I 
believe he intended doing. I can only 
say that I have consulted with him on 
the subject, and he heartily concurs with 
me as to the propriety of this Question 
being put to His Majesty's Government. 
I beg to ask the Question standing in my 
name. 


*Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Lord Wrinpsor): My Lords, 
[ am sure that His Majesty’s Government 
do not complain of the action taken by 
my noble friend in asking this Question, 
They do not desire any more than he 
does, or any more than the members of 
the Committee do, that the recommenda- 
tions which the Committee have made 
should be lost sight of or in any way 
ignored. A reply has been received by the 
Government from the Royal Academy 
in answer to the Report of the Committce 
on the administration of the Chantrey 
Bequest, and that reply will be laid on 
the Table of the House. The Royal 
Academy in this Memorandum having 
stated that although they do not accept 
all the conclusions arrived at by the 
Committee they are anxious to meet the 
suggestions it contains, it is the view of 
His Majesty’s Government that a reason- 
able time at least should be given to see 
how the proposals of the Royal Academy 
and their manner of acting upon these 
suggestions, work out before any further 
steps if any further steps should be 
necessary, are taken by the Government. 
The noble Earl in the latter part of his re- 
marks made suggestions as to the possi- 
bility of the Government taking a course 
with regard to the powers of the trustees 
of the National Gallery in making some 
selection or elimination from the pictures 
of the Chantrey Bequest before taking 
charge of them in the Tate Gallery. That 
is a suggestion which I am sure the noble 
Earl will not expect me to give any 
definite answer to at this moment; but 
I can assure him that the suggestion will 
be carefully considered. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: Can the noble 
Lord inform the House when this reply 
was received from the Royal Academy, 
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and whether it will be laid on the Table 
before the end of this session ? 


*LoRD WINDSOR: I do not remember 
exactly when the reply was received, 
but it will be laid on the Table at once, 
certainly before the end of the session. 


RUSSIA AND NEUTRAL SHIPPING. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN rose 
to call attention to the sinking of the 
British ships “ St. Kilda ” and “* Ikhona ” 
by the Russian converted cruisers 


“Dnieper” and “Terek” on the 4th’ 


and 5th June respectively; to ask 
whether representations have been made 
to the Russian Government with regard 
to the disobedience of their naval officers 
to the orders issued to them on this 


subject ; whether the Russian Govern- | 


ment have agreed fully to compensate 
the owners and crews of the two vessels ; 


also, whether these converted cruisers | 


are admitted by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to be ships of war. 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, I | 


venture to think that Parliament ought 
to take under serious notice the violation 
of international law by vessels belonging, 


or purporting to belong, to the Russian | 


navy, which I regret to say has become 
almost habitual. I would remind your 
Lordships of the facts in the two most 
recent cases which have occurred. On 
June 4th last the “St. Kilda,” a Liverpool- 
owned ship, left Hong-Kong for Yoko- 
hama carrying a mixed cargo of goods, 
which were consigned, not to the Japan- 
ese Government, but to private persons, 


When she was about sixty miles from | 
Hong-Kong she was met by the Russian | 


had pre- | 


cruiser “ Dnieper,” which 


viously gone by the name of the “ Peter- 
burg.” She was boarded and on the 
next day was sunk without any con- 
firmation having been obtained of her 
having any contraband goods on board. 
Her crew were detained on board the 
“Dnieper,” and were brought home 
on their way to a Russian port. When 
they reached Port Said, on urgent re- 
presentations received from the Govern- 
ment, they were liberated. 


On the day after the seizure of the 
“St. Kilda,” the “Ikhona,” a ship 
belonging to the British Indian Steam 


Lord Burghelere. 
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| Navigation Company, which also had a 
| cargo of mixed goods, and, I believe, some 
| mails on board, was stopped about 140 
miles from Hong-Kong on her way to 
| Yokohama. She was detained by the 
| Russian cruiser “ Terek” and sunk 
/on the next day. That these two cases 
/were a Clear violation of international 
law I think there can be no doubt. [ 
cannot state it in clearer words than 
the noble Marquess used in this House on 
July 28th last year in the case of the 
“Knight Commander.” ‘The noble Mar. 
quess said— 

“Upon no hypothesis of international law 
| can we conceive that a neutral ship, even if it 
| be that her cargo included contraband of war, 

could be destroyed upon ‘the mere fiat of the 

commanding officer of the capturing squadron 
; and without reference to a properly constituted 
) Prize Court.” « 

In the cases that I have quoted the 
captains deny that they had any con- 
traband of war on board, and at all events 
|there was no proof brought that they 
_had any. Not only were these violations 
of international law, but they were 
in contravention of distinct assurances 
which had been given to the British 
/Government; and, curiously enough, 

with regard to one of these ships es- 
pecially the noble Marquess on August 
11th last year said— 

“ As for the ‘ Peterburg ”— 

that vessel is now called the “ Dnieper.” 

‘*__and the ‘‘ Smolensk,” we know that the 

| instructions vhat have been sent to them to 
desist from further seizures have reached their 

| destination—” : 

| the instructions, as we know, were de- 

| livered by British cruisers. 

|  ‘* And we may assume that no further seizures 

will be made by them.” 


That assumption has proved to be 
entirely unfounded, and the fact is that 
the captains of these two vessels allege 
that they were obeying orders received 
from Admiral Rozhdestvensky, which, of 
course, were in distinct opposition to the 
orders which had been delivered to them 
from the Russian Government by British 
cruisers last year. 


What does the Russian Government 
say to this? Unfortunately, generals, 
/admirals, and apparently some captains, 
es soon as they leave the shores of 


| Russia are a law to themselves, and act 


| 
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according to what they think right and 
without any reference to international 
law, or, unfortunately, to any instructions 
received from their Government. But 
the Governmert, nevertheless, cannot 
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possibly repudiate responsibility for their 
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know. It has been suggested to me that 
she went into a Russian port and received 
a commission. Possibly that may have 
been the case when her name was changed 
to that of the ‘‘ Dnieper,” but, at all 
events, the result remains the same, 


Neutral Shipping. 


action. The noble Marquess, I am svre, she continues her former practice, and 
will admit that he has been completely | while there is no Russian Navy there 


misled and that what has bappened | 


shows that the assurances which were 





given to him were really not worth the 
paper on which they were written. I 
have seen it alleged that the Russian | 
Government contends that there is some | 
justification for sinking ships which you | 
cannot take into port so that they may | 
be adjudicated upon by a Prize Court. I} 
want to know whether the 


Russian | 
Government have in any way changed | 
their position in regard to that matter, | 
and whether His Majesty’s Government 
in any way admit that that position can_ 
be defended. 


Then with regard to the question of 
compensation. Hitherto the payment 
of compensation by the Russian Govern- 
ment has admittedly been very slow. I 
want to know whether in these two cases 
the right of compensation has been | 
admitted, and whether the Russian 
Government are prepared fully and | 
immediately to compensate the owners 
and crews for the detention, the harm, 
and the damage they have sustair ed. 
Lastly, what is the status of the crvisers | 
which were at one time volunteer 
cruisers ? A year ago their status was 
under discussion between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Russian Govern- | 
ment, and on July 26th Mr. Balfour in 
the other House of Parliament said— 

“The whole question of the status of the 


volunteer fleet is under discussion between this 
Government and the Russian Government.” 


| 
I suppose that that discussion has had | 


are several of these vessels detaining 
merchant ships belonging to various 
nations, and which, of course, detain 
more ships belonging to this than to any 
other nation because of the great size 
of our mercantile marine. 


I am sure that neither I nor anyone in 
this House, nor, indeed, anyone in the 
country, would desire to act in any way 
ungenerously towardsthe Russian Govern- 
ment under present circumstances ; but, 
at the same time, surely Russia cannot 
be permitted to continue as a practice 
to disregard international law and to 


| allow her cruisers to sink, in violation of 


all international law, the mercantile ships 
belonging to other nations. In these 


| circumstances I do not think that we 
can be surprised if British shipowners are 
|a little impatient and feel indignant 
|when their ships are taken under the 


guns of British vessels, as was the case 
the other day at the Isthmus of Suez. I 


‘hope that some stop will be put to this 
very objectionable practice. 


I beg to 
ask the Question standing in my name. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
KOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspDownek) : My Lords, my noble friend, 


_I think, correctly stated the circumstances 
; under which these two vessels were sunk 
_by Russian cruisers, and it is therefore 


not necessary that I should recapitulate 
them. The sinkings took place on June 
5th, and, as soon as possible after the 





some issue, and, if so, I should like to know | news reached us, we instructed our 
what itis. I see that the noble Marquess | Ambassador at St Petersburg to address 


on July 28th, when speaking with refer- | urgent representations to the Russian 
ence to the seizure of the ‘‘ Knight | Government on the subject. Sir Charles 
Commander’? by the ‘‘ Peterburg,”’ | Hardinge dwelt on the great irritation 
said— | created in this country by the news of 
“Volunteer ships have been withdrawn from | these incidents, and pointed out more 
the Red Sea to some other destination, and we | particularly that the conduct of these 
understand that it is not intended that they | cruisers was in direct contravention of 
=. future be employed upon a similar | the statements which had been made to 
| us by Count Lamsdorff in August, 1904 
The status of the “Peterburg” may in | —the statements which, no doubt, my 
some way have been altered for aught I | noble friend has in mind 
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We asked for a disavowal of the action 
of the “ Dnieper;” we said that com- 
pensation would be claimed; and we 
called for some security against the 
repetition of such occurrences. We also 
asked that the officers of the “St. 
Kilda” should be transferred from the 
Russian cruiser at Port Said, and that an 
assurance should be obtained from the 
captain of the “ Dnieper” that, during 
the remainder of his voyage, British 
ships should not experience a recurrence 
of such treatment; and, in order that 
there might be no delay in conveying 
the necessary instructions to these cruisers, 
we offered to place at the disposal of the 
Russian Government a British cruiser to 
which would be entrusted the task 
of conveying the instructions. We ad- 
dressed similar representations a few 
days afterwards, when the news of the 
sinking of the “Ikhona” had reached 
us. 


On June 28th, Sir Charles Hardinge 
reported the result of his conversation 
with Count Lamsdorff, who attributed 
the sinking of these vessels to instructions 
issued independently by the Russian 
Admiral owing to the state of disorgani- 
sation in which the Russian navy had 
fallen in consequence of the recent 
disasters that had overtaken it. He 
promised to send orders to these vessels 
to come home at cnce, and to abstain 
from similar action, and he accepted the 
offer of His Majesty’s Government to 
convey the necessary instructions by a 
British cruiser. There were four Russian 
cruisers altogether; my noble friend 
mentioned only two. The necessary in- 
structions were, in fact, delivered to three 
of the cruisers at Jibuti, and to the fourth 
at Batavia, where she was, and is now, 
interned. The whole of these four 
cruisers may therefore be considered as no 
longer in a position in which they are 
likely to interfere. with our commerce. 
The “Dnieper” has already arrived at 
Kronstadt, the “Rion” has passed 
Gibraltar, the “Kuban” has _ passed 
Port Said, and the Russian Consul has 
informed our Consul that she will not 
interfere with any more British ships. 
The “ Terek,” the fourth vessel, was 
interned on July Ist at Batavia. 


My noble friend asked me whether 
claims for compensation are to be pre- 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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sented. They will be presented as soon 
as they have been formulated by the 
owners and shippers of the vessels, and 
we have intimated that these claims will 
be pressed irrespective of the decision 
of the Russian Prize Court. The claim on 
account of the “St, Kilda” is in a for. 
ward state of preparation, and the owners’ 
claim -will be sent in at once. The claim 
of the shippers is not complete, and the 
claim on account of the “ Ikhona ” has not 
yet come in. My noble friend asked me 
a Question as to the view of the Russian 
Government as to the right of these 
cruisers to sink neutral prizes. I gather 
that the Russian Government consider 
that, in an extreme case, a belligerent 
ship is justified in sinking a neutral prize, 
We have, as my noble friend knows, taken 
a different view. 


The last Question my noble friend 
asked me had reference to the status 
of these ships. In our view, such 
vessels, whether they belong to the 
Russian Volunteer Squadron, as did 
the ‘“ Dnieper,” or whether they are 
merchant vessels acqui ed and properly 
commissioned in a Russian port, as the 
“ Terek ” was, are ships of war, and are 
entitled to be so regarded. The question 
of the status of these vessels is, of course, 
distinct from the general question of the 
right of a belligerent ship to sink a neutral 
prize. My noble friend referred to the 
discussions which took place in 1904, 
discussions in which the case of the 
“Peterburg,” as she then was, the 
“‘Dnieper,” as she is now, played a 
conspicuous part. But I daresay my 
noble friend will recollect that, at that 
time, we were discussing more particu- 
larly whether vessels of this class which 
were in the Black Sea had a right to 
emerge from the Black Sea in the guise 
of peaceful vessels and then suddenly 
to transform themselves into ships of 
war and behave as ships of war. We 
protested strongly against that view— 
but that is a circumstance which, 
of course, is not present in the matter 
we are now discussing. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : The 
noble Marquess has said that thes 
claims for compensation will Le pressed 
irrespective of the decision of the 
Russian Prize Court. I should like to 
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ask the noble Marquess how the Russian 
Prize Court can give any decision, 
because the vessels ir question are at the 
lottom of the sea, their goods are there 
iso, and their crews have been released. 
| do vot see, therefore, how the Russian 
Priz: Court can have anything to ad- 
judicate upon. 
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*TuE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I imagine it would be possible for the 
owners to produce evidence as to the 
circumstances in which the ships were 
sunk, the nature of their cargo, and their 
destination. 


COLONIAL APPEALS. 


*Lorp LUDLOW: My Lords, I rise 
to ask the Lord Chancellor whether his 
attention has been called to observations 
made by Sir Robert Stout, Caief Justice 
of New Zealand, as reported in Tne 
Times of July 17th, to the effect that 
he was surprised that the Colonies 
endured the present state of things 
under which cases were delayed by the 
Privy Council for two or three years ; 
whether, in bis opinion, the complaint 
as to the delay in the administration of 
justice in the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council is well founded, and, if so, 
what remedy he proposes. 


*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, my 
attention had been called to the state- 
ment before the noble Lord put down 
his Question, and I had directed a Return 
to be made of causes which had been 
before the Privy Council during the last 
two years. I regret very much the 
information which has been given to 
the Chief Justice of New Zealand, and 
I very much regret that he should have 
used the words attributed to him. I 
can hardly believe that they were 
correctly reported. But what is most 
material is what foundation is there for 
the observations? I do not pretend 
that the state of things is absolutely 
satisfactory—I have had to adjourn the 
judicial sittings of this House several 
times in order that I might sit in the 
Privy Council, as there are not enough 
of us to form two Courts in very im- 
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Chief Justice, if correctly reported, is 
wholly and absolutely inaccurate. 


With regard to the list which I have 
had prepared, I think it will be well to 
explain that, where a case comes on 
appeal from New Zealand, or, indeed, 
from any other colony, the date on 
which it is set down for hearing is 
entirely the act of the parties, and the 
tribunal has no control over it at all. 
Of the whole of the cases heard from 
New Zealand, three cases were decided 
in less than two months, including not 
only the hearing, but the judgment; two 
cases in between two and three months ; 
one case between three and four months, 
and three cases between four and five 
months. There was one case which 
occupied about nine months in these 
circumstances. There were three con- 
solidated appeals, which began to be 
heard in the beginning of August. After 
hearing the appeals for two days, and 
after consultation with the counsel, it 
was felt to be impossible that the case 
could be finished until after the long 
vacation. That case lasted, if we count 
the whole of the long vacation in, about 
nine months before judgment was given. 
There was another case in the list for 
February and March of this year, but it 
was adjourned from time to time until 
June by, and for, the convenience of the 
parties. 


In view of these facts, I think it 
will be seen that the statement of the 
Chief Justice—if he really used the words 
attributed to him, and I should be very 
sorry indeed to think he did use them— 
was manitestly a ridiculous exaggeration. 
I trust to lay the Return which I have 
quoted on the Table of the House, and I 
hope notice will be taken of it, because it 
seems to me that, although it does not 
disclose an entirely satisfactory state 
of things, it shows that the delays in the 
law are not so remarkable in these days. 
The Privy Council, through its Judicial 
Committee, hears cases not only from 
New Zealand, but also from India, Canada, 
Australia, and other colonies, and, there- 
fore, I do not think the extreme limit 
I have mentioned is extraordinary delay. 
I hope this matter will be brought to 
the attention of the Chief Justice, and 





portant cases—but the statemen! of the | 


that he may see reason to correct the 
observations he is reported to have made, 
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attributing to the Privy Council the habit 
of delaying cases for two or three years. 
There is not the smallest foundation for 
such a statement. 


Kart CARRINGTON: My Lords, 
I should like to say one word on this 
matter. ) um certain that Sir Robert 
Stout is the very last person in the 
world who would be guilty of ridiculous 
exaggeration and 





*THeE LORD CHANCELLOR: I am 
sorry to interrupt the noble Earl. [| 
suggested that there was some mistake 
or that the Chief Justice had received 
inaccurate information. I 
very sorry indeed to say he was guilty 
of wilful exaggeration. 


Eart CARRINGTON: I did not 
ir. the least understand the noble and 
learned Earl to say that. I only wished 
to say that Sir Robert Stovt is the 
very last person who would make any 
statement that could be described as 
a wilful exaggeration, and I agree with 
the Lord Charcellor that there must be 
some mistake in the report. 1 should 
like to call the attention of the House for 
one moment to what lies behind all this. 
Sir Robert Stout also complained, as 
far as I understand, of the fact of these 
cases having to come to England to be 
tried at all, and I think the House might 
take notice of that. I am well aware 
that in this country most people, and | 
especially those who have never been 
to the Colonies, look upon the Supreme 
Court of Judicature as the last link 
which joins the mother country to the 
Colonies, and they would be very sorry 
to see it interfered with; yet that is 
not altogether the way in which the 
Colonies consider it. I remember that 
when I was in New South Wales a 
land case was decided one way by the 
Supreme Court of New South Wales, | 
but when it was sent home to be adjudi- | 
cated upon by the Supreme Court in 
this country the decision went th» other 
way. The result of that was that when 
the decision was telegraphed out a Bill 
was passed unanimously through both 
Houses of Parliament in N-w South 
Wales and Au tralia m:king it a crime 
punish .ble by fine or imprisonment to 
do—what ’—to do ex:ctly what had | 


The Earl of HMalsbury. 
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should be | 
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been stated to be the law by the Supreme 


(Ireland) Bill. 


Court of the Empire. I think it is as 
well that it should be known that there 
is some little dissatisfaction amongst 
people in the Colonies on that score, 
more especially at the Cape, where, as 
your Lordships are aware, the law is 
Roman law. 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR: Roman- 
Dutch law. 


Kart CARRINGTON: Where the law 
is Roman-Dutch law and quite different 
from the law in this country. I think 
we have had an object-lesson to-night. 
The debate earlier in the evening 
turned on the great dissatisfaction felt 
in Scotland at the reversal of the decision 
of the Supreme Court in Scotland as 
regards Church matte s; and when 
we hear such language as was used by 
the noble Earl on the Cross Benches, 
Lord Rosebery, who talked, apparently 
with the approval of the entire House, 
of the anomaly of the law, of the agony 
of the decision, of the disorder in which 
the Church had been put by the law—— 


*THeE LORD CHANCELLOR: I must 
ask the noble Earl whether he considers 
| he is in order in going into the Scottish 
‘Church Bill in this discussion. 











Eart CARRINGTON : 
order 2? 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR: I think 
not. 


Kart CARRINGTON : 
not say another word. 


Am I not in 


Then I will 


*Lorp LUDLOW: I may state that 
[ put the Question down with the sole 
object of learning what was the state of 
things. I was careful to refer to the 
observations made by Sir Robert Stout 
“as reported in The Times.” 


PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Eight o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past ‘len 
O’clork. 
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Monday, 31st July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Liverpool Corporation Bill. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [Lords], 
Bristol Blind Asylum B 1] [Lords]; Cor- 
bett Estate Bill [Lords]; County of 
London Electric Supply Company Bill 


[Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 
Humber Conservancy Bill [Lords] 


(King’s Consent signified). Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords] (King’s Consent signified). 
Bill read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments, 





Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill | 
[Lords]; North Metropolitan Electric | 
Power Supply Bill [Lords]; Nottiagham 
(orporation Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric 
Lighting) Bill [Lords] (Prince of 
Wales’ Consent signified). Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments, 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lan- 
cashire Water Board Bill[Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments, 


Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords], 
As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. As amended, to 
be considered To-morrow. 


Oldham and Saddleworth District 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. As amended, 
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Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
sidered; clauses added; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


Rhymney and Aber Valley Gas and 
Water Company Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]. As amended, considered; a 
claus: added; Amendments made; Bill 
to be read the third time. [New Title [ 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. Read the third 
time, and passed, without Amendment, 


Esk Valley Power Gas Order Con‘irma- 
tion Bill 'Lords]. Read the third time, 
and passed, with an Amendment. 


Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirma- 
tion Bill ‘Lords]. Read the third time, 
and passed, without Amendment. 


Glasgow University Order Confirmation 
Bill [Lords]. Considered ; to be read the 
third time upon Wednesday. 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Corporation 
(Tramways Consolidation) Order Confir- 
mation Bill [Lords]; Paisley District 
Tramways Order Confirmation — Bill 
{Lords]. Considered; to be read the 
third time upon Wednesday. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Adjourned Debate 
on Amendment proposed on considera- 
tion, as amended [27th July], further ad- 
journed till To-morrow (Hvening Sitting). 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) 
Bill; Local Government  Prov:sional 
Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government 





conside ed; to be read the third time. 


({reland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, 


| without Amendment. 
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Malvern Water Bill; Rathmines and | 


Rathgar Extension and Improvement 
Bill; Ealing Corporation Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendment to—Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Acton District) Bill 
[ Lords]. 


Amendments to— Workington Harbour 
and Dock Bill [Lords]; South Lancashire 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Matlock Bath 
Improvement Bili [Lords]; Llandrindod 
Wells Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; 
Formby Township Bill [Lords]; Sheffield 
University Bill [Lords], without Amend 
ment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Wemyss 
Tramways.” [Wemyss Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 





Wemyss Tramways Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; 
and ordered, under Section 9 of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, and to be printed. [Bill 
803.] 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


~=— 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND BbE- 
QUESTS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Sixtieth Annual 
Report of the Commissioners of 
Charitable Donations and Bequests for 
Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPPLY OF FOOD AND RAW MATERIAL 
IN TIME OF WAR (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of the Supply of Food and Raw 
Material in Time of War, with Minutes 
of Evidence and Appendices (Vol. 1. 
Report. Vol II. Minutes of Evidence. 
Vol. THT. Appendices) [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND CORPORA. 
TION, 


Copy presented, of First Report of the 
Royal Patriotic Fund Corporation, for 
the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (CLOSING 
ORDER, BOROUGH OF NEWPORT, 
MON.). 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Corporation of the Borough of New- 
port, Mon., and confirmed by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department. 
fixing the Hours of Closing for Rarbers’ 
and Hairdressers’ Shops within the 
Borough [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


BY-LAWS IN RURAL DISTRICTS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th April; Mr. Henry Hob- 
house]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 272.] 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented, of the Annual Local 
Taxation Returns for 1903-4 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No 273.) 


BOAKD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 
Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
Proceedings under the Salmon and Fresh- 
water Fisheries Acts, etc., for the year 


'1504 [by Command]; to lie upen the 


Table. 


HORSE BREEDING (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 

Copy presented, of Tenth Report. of 
the Royal Commission on Horse Breeding, 
with Appendices [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CUSTOMS. 

Copy presented, of Forty-ninth Repot 
of the Commissioners of Customs for the 
year ended March 31st, 1905 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TAXES AND IMPOSTS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered April 12th; Mr. Goddard |; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

_[No, 274.] 
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TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. many years past, ask the Government 
Return presented, relative thereto | to expedite the Report. 
fordered July 20th; Mr. Mount]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed.| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick ) 
(No. 275.] | [ have not yet received from the Govern- _ 
/ment of India a reply to my despatch 
| of March 10th last, in which I have 
| already drawn the special attention of 
| that Government to the matter. I do 
| not think it necessary at present to take 
ony further steps. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Commissioners for the period from April 
Ist, 1904, to March 51st, 1905 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS). | saetant Act ee aie 

Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
| state which two of the estates of Trinity 
| College are the subject of proceedings for 
| sale under the Land Act of 1903. 


Copy presented, of Administration 
Report on the Railways in India for the 
year 1904, by the Railway Board [by | 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE, 

Supreme Court (Rules). Copy of Rules (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.), The 
of the Supreme Court, dated July 27th, | tates consist of 140 acres ar i None 
1905 [by Act}. of Dromomarka, county Tipperary, and 
397 acres of the lands of Rossmakay, 

PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. | county Louth. 

Copy ordered, “‘of Statement of | j 
Particulars of Loans of which the/| 
Jalances outstanding are proposed to be | 
remitted or written off (in whole or 
in part) from the Assets of the Local 
Loans Fund.”—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


The King-Harman Estate. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Com- 
missioners can explain the delay in issuing 

| orders to the tenant purchasers on the 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie| King-Harman Estate, secing that the 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | negotiations as to the terms between the 
276.) 


tenants and vendor were coneluded in 

nok | November, 1903; and if he can state 

definitely when the vesting orders will 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS | be issued. 

CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It is 
anticipated that tie holdings will be 
| vested in the tenants in October. 


Separation of Judicial and Executive 
Functions in India. 


Sir MANCHERJEK BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether | Contraband of War. 
he has received from the Government of Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
India the Report of the results of their | Green): To ask the Secretary of State 
consideration on the subject of the} for the Colonies whether he can state 
separation of judicial and executive | the number of foreign seamen who have 
functions, which he called for in his | been convicted and sent to prison by 

| 
| 
| 


‘Imprisonment of Seamen at Hong-Kong 
for Refusal to Sail in Vessels Carrying 


despatch to that Government  of/|the marine mogistrates at the port of 
March 10th last; and, if the Report is | Hong-Kong for refusing to proceed in 
not yet received, will he, in view of the | British vessels from thit port, on the 
fact that the reform is urgently needed | grounds thst the vessels were carrying 
aid has been under consileration for | contraband of war, for the period covered 
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from November, 1904, up to June 30th, 
1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I am not in possession of the informa- 
tion, but I will ask the Governor for a 
report on the point. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether any 
men are imprisoned at Hong-Kong at 
the present time under sentence for 
refusing to proceed in vessels loaded 
with contraband of war; and, if so, 
whether he will order the release of these 
seamen. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyltelton.) 
The Answer to the first part of the 
Question is in the negative. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that the crew of the British 
steamer “ Franklyn” were convicted by 
the marine magistrate at Hong-Kong in 
the early part of this year and sentenced 
to ten weeks imprisonment for refusing 
to proceed in the “Franklyn” on the 
grounds of the vessel being loaded with 
contraband of war; that the men, on 
receiving the sentence, were handcuffed 
together and marched through the streets 
sf Hong-Kong, whilst Chinamen followed 
them and jeered at them; that the men, 
on receiving the sentence, demanded an 
appeal to the Superior Court of Hong- 
Kong; and whether, seeing that the 
marine magistrate refused to allow them 
to appeal and refused to allow the men 
to have legal aid, any steps will be taken 
to remove the marine magistrate. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
As I stated on June 23rd,f in reply 
to the hon. Member, I have asked the 
Governor for a report on this case, but 
there has not yet been time to receive 
his reply. 


South African Company Promoting. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cav n, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he w ite whether the 
attention of the G - nent has been 
called to the condition and financial 


t ‘See (4) Debates, oxlvii. , 1438. 
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status of a@ number of Rhodesian and 
other South African mining companies, 
whose shares are daily quoted ; whether 
any steps are taken by the Government 
to safeguard the public from investing 
in such mining companies as are on the 
verge of bankruptcy and whose condition 
is withheld; and further, in view of the 
fact that the public have already suffered 
loss in consequence of reckless South 
African company promoting, will he 
have inquiry made with a view to 
remedying this evil by suitable legislation, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Answer to the first part of the hon, 
Member’s Question is in the negative; 
and, as regards the remainder of the 
Question, His Majesty’s Government are 
not prepared to take upon themselves 
the hopeless enterprise of safeguarding 
the public in its choice of investments, 


Movement of Troops and Ships of War at 
Cape Coast, West Africa. 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether additional troops are being 
landed at Cape Coast, West Africa, and 
ships of war are being placed on the 
coast; and, if so, what is the object 
of such military and naval demonstration. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The officer administering the Govern- 
ment of the Gold Coast has not reported 
any such movement of troops or ships 
of war as the hon. Member refers to. 


Consular Reports —Irish Trade. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in preparing their next 
Reports, all Consuls will be requested 
to report whether any, and, if so, what, 
trade is carried on between their re- 
spective districts and Ireland, and, in 
particular, whether the following Irish 
exports find a market in their districts: 
agricultural machinery, bacon and hams, 
biscuits, butter, carpets, condensed milk, 
cured fish, eggs, hides and sheepskins, 
homespuns, lace (crochet, Carrickmacross, 
needlepoint), linens (including yarn and 
thread), manures, mineral waters, poplin, 
porter, whiskey, wool, woollens (including 
tweed, serge, and frieze). 





al 
cl 





wa wee 


OS wm & 


ns, 
lk, 
ns, 
188, 
nd 
in, 





Questions. 


YOu 


(31 Juty 1905} 


Questions. 96 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) As the hon. | Board for Scotland are to be empowered 
Member has already been informed, His 
Majesty’s Consuls will be asked to state 
in their Reports for 1905 whether, so. 
far as they can ascertain, any trade is | 


carried on between their respective 
districts and Ireland; and there is no 
objection to including in this request a 
reference to the particular articles 
mentioned in this Question. 


Closing of the Pentland Firth to Trawlers. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH  (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs ifhe will take 
the necessary steps for securing from 
the signatories to the North Sea Con- 
vention an agreement to the closing of 
the Pentland Firth to trawlers, 


to make loans or advances for the 
purchase of large herring boats, such as 
are now necessary for the successful 
prosecution of the herring fishery, to 
approved crews of fishermen in Caith- 
ness and Sutherland on the share system, 
as recommended by the Departmental 
Committee on the Sea Fisheries of 


Sutherland and Caithness. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) We have no | 


reason to believe that any of the parties 
to the North Sea Fisheries Convention 
would be willing to forego their rights 


of fishing in the Pentland Firth outside | 
the limits of territorial waters without | 


similiar concessions in return. Nor 
would the assent of those Powers 
alone be sufficient for the effectual 


closing of that area of the high seas. 


Coast. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: 
Lord-Advocate whether, in view of 
the recommendation of the Departmental 
Committee on the Sea Fisheries of 
Sutherland and Caithness, he will state 
at what points on the coast of Caithness 
he proposes to erect boatslips for the use 
of the fishermen. 


To ask the. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Secretary for Scotland is in correspon- 
dence with the Fishery Board and the 
Treasury in reference to the question 
of provision of boats for fishermen in 
the crofting counties on the share system, 
and hopes to be in a position to make 
an early announcement on the subject. 


New Post Office for Tralee.’ 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Toask the Pestmaster-General when 
it 1s proposed to build the new post 
office in Tralee. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The plans 
for the new office are almost complete, 
and it is hoped that it may be found 
possible to begin the work during the 


: ; present financial year. 
Erection of Boatslips onthe Caithness | 


Postal Rank. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master-General if he will say what 
classes in the circulation office and the 
metropolitan head district offices are 
equivalent to the second-class assistant- 


| superintendents’ class which exists in the 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Any 


applications for the erection of boat- 


‘lips in the congested parishes of Suther- | 


land and Caithness will be referred by 
the Secretary for Scotland to the Con- 
gested Districts Board for consideration. 
lam not in a position to suggest the 
points at which the construction of such 
boatslips may be considered advantageous 
and, from the point of view of expense, 
justifiable, 


Scotch Herring Fishery—Loans for 
Purchase of Boats. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 


Lord - Advocate whether the Fishery 


central telegraph office and in the pro- 
vincial sorting and telegraph offices. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In the 
circulation office and the metropolitan 
district offices there is only one class 
paid on the same scale, if that is the 
point to which the hon. Member refers, 
as the second-class assistant - super- 
intendents at the central telegraph office, 
viz., the class of inspectors in charge 
(lower section) attached to the counter 
and telegraph staff. . The duties, are, of 
course, dissimilar. 


ieee Post Office. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 


To ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
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view of the representations made on be- 
half of the people respecting the in- 
adequacy of the accommodation afforded 
at the premises occupied as a post office 
at Ballyshannon, in the county of Donegal, 
any steps have been taken towards pro- 
viding suitable premises, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The post 
office at Ballyshannon is provided by the 
sub-postmaster, and for some years past 
he has sought improved premises, but 
none which would be suitable have been 
offered on terms that he could afford to 
pay. The present office, though not all 
that could be wished, is well situated, and 
the accommodation it affords is not al- 
together inadequate, especially in view of 
the fact that the business of the office 
remains almost stationary. 


Ballyshannon and Bundoran Postal 
rrangements. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that appeals for an improved postal 
service in the district of Ballyshannon and 
Bundoran have been frequently addressed 
to the postal authorities by the residents 
and visitors ; and whether, in view of the 
increased postal traffic due to the large 
military camp at Finner, near both towns, 
and the number of visitors at Bundoran, 
it is proposed to take any steps to pro- 
vide an improved service, having regard 
to the fact that letters by the morning 
post are not delivered at Ballyshannon 
till after 9 a.m., and not delivered at 
Bundoran till a later hour, and that the 
last hour for posting letters to Dublin at 
Ballyshannon is 7.50 p.m., and at Bun- 
doran an earlier hour. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
postal arrangements in this district re- 
ceived careful consideration a few 
months ago, when it was found that the 
cost of the existing services was so high 
in proportion to the amount of corres- 
pondence as to preclude further expen- 
diture on their improvement. I have 
no reason to suppose that there has been 
any material alteration in the circum- 
stances, but I will make fur‘her inquiry, 
and communicate with the hon. Member. 
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Ballyshannon Morning Delivery of 
Letters. 

Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that a change has recently been made 
in the route of one of the town post- 
men in Ballyshannon, in the county of 
Donegal, whereby the morning delivery 
of letters in one portion of the town is 
delayed; whether he has received com- 
munications from the Ballyshannon Town 
Commissioners addressed to him and to 
the Secretary of the Post Oflice object- 
ing to this change ; and whether he will 
give directions to revert to ‘the course 
of delivery which existed prior to the 
recent change. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
change in the order of the first delivery 
at Ballyshannon, to which the hon 
Member refers, was made in the in- 
terests of the residents generally nearly 
a year ago, This was explained to the 
Ballyshannon Town Commissioners in 
December last, and they were also in- 
formed that I should not be prepared 
to sanction a reversion to the former 
arrangement unless they would furnish 
me with an assurance that the resi 
dents generally are in favour of such a 
course. Up to the present I have no: 


| received the necessary assuranc:>. 


Authenticity of Telegram:. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-Cenersl 
whether it is any part of the duty of 
a supervising officer in the telegraph 
service to satisfy himself as to the 
authenticity of telegrams originating 
in or passing through his office. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The duy 
of a supervising officer in this matte 
would be dictated by circumstunces 


which vary so greatly that I am 
unable to give an Answer in gener 
terms. 


Ulster Spinners and the New Factory 
Regulations. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N)): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether any cou: 
plaints had been received from Belfist 
and Ulster spinners with regard to No.? 
| of the new regulations for flax- -spinnily 
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%)) Questions. 


and weaving factories; if so, what was 
the nature of them, and whether any 
official action has been taken regarding 
them; and whether, in view of the am- 
biguity of the wording of Regulation 
No. 2, and with the object of preventing 
complications and litigation, he will look 
into it with a view to its alteration. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) A certain number of objections 
to the regulation referred to have been 
received from Ulster manufacturers. The 
regulation prescribes the means of ventila- 
tion to be used in rooms in which certain 
processes are carried on, and the objec- 
tions taken are partly to the wording of 
the rule, partly to the means of ventilation 
prescribed. The regulations are at present 
in draft only, and the objections are being 
carefully considered. I hope it will be 
possible to arrive at a settlement on the 
points in question; but, should that not 
be the case, the regulations will be made 
the subject of an inquiry by a competent 
person under the provisions of the Act, 
at which all objectors will be entitled to 
appear. 


Customs Tea Office. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he will 
se? that, in reference to any impending 
promotions in the Tea Office of His 
Majesty’s Customs, or the awarding of 
any further checking allowances in that 
office, due consideration shall be given 
to the claims of seniority and long 
service in the Customs Department. 


(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) 
It is the praciice of the Board of Cus- 
toms, in making selections for the ap- 
pointments in question, to give due 
consideration to the claims of officers 
in the different branches of the Depart- 
ment, and there no intention to 
depart from this practice. 


is 


rne Lancashire Electric Railway 
Accident, 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade if, in view of the 
disaster on the Southport branch of 
the Lancashire and Yorkshi e Railway, 
he will take some measures, in addi- 
tion to the usual inquiry, to ascertain, 


{31 Juny 1905} 


Questions. 910 


lif possible, the exact cause and re- 
| sponsibility for the accident, so that 
| all possible precautions may be taken 
to prevent the recurrence of such a 
calamity in the future. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) When 
|the Board of Trade have received the 
report of the inspecting officer who 
opens his inquiry into this lamentable 
accident to - morrow, the question 
whether any further measures are 
necessary to clear up the cause of the 
accident will be carefully considered. 


Calcutta Jute Tax. 

Stir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
the Indian Government, for the purpos? 
of local improvements in Calcutta, pro- 
poses to tax jute, both raw and manu- 

_factured ; if so, what are the definite pro- 

-posals; and whether time will be given 
jute merchants and manufacturers in this 
country to make representations respe*t- 
ing them. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
A tax on jute has been proposed by the 
Government of Bengal as o.e of the 
special taxes for meeting the cost of ex- 
tensive sanitary improvements in’ Cal- 
cutta. The tax would not exceed 10s. on 
£100’s worth of jute. It would take the 
form of an export duty on jute, raw and 
manufactured, shipped from Bengal, and 
of an Excise duty on jute made up in 
Indian mills, but not exported. Legisla- 
tion will be required before the Caleutta 
improvement scheme or the taxation it 
entails can take effect. Full opportunity 
will be given to the affected classes of 
the community to consider the proposals 
and to make any representations that 
they may deem necessary. 


Major Brooke Murray. 

Stir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the case of Major Brooke Murray, who, 
‘having been incapacitated from active 
service by wounds, has recently been 
'compu'sorily retired from his civil em- 
ployment in the Cantonment Magistrates 
| Department in India and deprived of his 
wound pension; why he has been refused 
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the furlough to which he was entitled 


Questions. 


under the rules; whether he is aware of | 


the pecuniary loss and hardship this 
action has entailed on Major Murray; 
and whether he will reconsider the matter, 
with a view of seeing whether the one 
year’s furlough to which he is entitled, 
and the second year’s extension which 
might be granted on his application, may 
still be awarded him, and his wound 
pension restored. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The case of Major Brooke Murray has 
received very careful consideration. It 
is impossible to state it fully within the 
limits of an Answer to a Question; but I 
may say that Major Murray was disabled, 
not by wounds received in action, but 
by his pony slipping down while on duty, 
and that for his injury he received a 
pension annually renewable. It was 


granted in 1902 and renewed in 1903; | 
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' Catholic Clerks in the Irish Agricultura] 
Department. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 


Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will make inquiries to ascertain if 
in any other branches of the Agricultura] 
Department, besides the veterinary 
branch, the Catholic officials are 
compelled to serve upwards of eleven 
| years before reaching a salary rate of 
£100 per annum, while performing duties 
regarded by the Treasury and the Civil 
Service Commissioners as of a superior 
| character. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
| have nothing to add to the replies which 
I have given to the hon. Member’s 
numerous Questions on the subject. I 
may, however, repeat that the suggestion 
that religion enters into the question of 
promotion is entirely unfounded. 


whether it should be,further renewed is a | 


question which will be decided when Major | 


Murray has appeared before the Medical 
Board at the India Office. No officer can 
claim furlough as a matter of right ; but the 
military authorities in India were pre- 
pared to sanction Major Murray’s 
furlough on certain conditions as to his 
ultimate retirement which, after careful 
consideration of his representations, and 
for reasons unconnected with his accident, 
they regarded as desirable. To these 
conditions, however, he would not agree. 
Nothing has come before me which 
would appear to justify the reconsidera- 
tion of any of the various decisions 
which have been arrived at in his case. 


Caherdaniel Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. BOLAND: Toask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Estates Commissioners have 
received the application of Patrick 
Sullivan, a tenant evicted from his holding 


Belfast Tram Fares 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lozd-Lieutenant 
'of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the dissatisfaction which 
| exists amongst the ratepayers of Belfast, 
| and amongst the working classes particu- 
‘larly, at the refusal of the corporation to 
| introduce halfpenny fares in connection 
with the new corporate tramway scheme ; 
and whether, in view of the pledges on 
this subject given to the House of 

Commons during the passage of the 
Tecent corporation Bill, he proposes to 
'make representations to the corporation 
,on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Lhave 
‘no information on the subject of this 
Question. The Local Government Board 
have no function in the matter, and I do 
not propose to make any representations 

, to the corporation. 


at Behihane, on the Burns- Hartopp | 


Estate, Caherdaniel; and, if so, what | 


steps they have taken in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The | 


application has been received, and will | 
be duly considered by the Commissioners | 
in the event of the estate concerned 

coming before them, | 


| Dundonald Cemetery. 

| Mr. JOSEPH )EVLIN: To ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the fact 
that a portion of the new city cemetery 
at Dundonald, near Belfast, has been 
allotted to the sole use of Catholics, he 
will state what person or persons are 








m 


n 
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named in the deed of allotment as re- 
presenting the Catholic people; whether 
the allotment is final, or subject to 
revocation or alteration on the motion of 
either the corporation or the Government 
authorities; whether the jurisdiction of 
the C atholic authorities over the ground 
allotted is absolute or is subject to inter- 

ference by the corporation ; and whether, 
since the sole claim of Catholics is to 
maintain the burial in their allotments in 
accordance with the rites of their Church, 
and considering that they represent 
more than one-fourth of the population, 
the Local Government Board will direct 
that the interests of the Catholics of 
Belfast in this matter shall be safeguarded. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
corporation have by resolution allotted 
the cemetery among the different religious 
denominations, Their action has been 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board, and no deed of allotment is neces- 
sary. Subject to the provisions of 
Sections 177 and 183 of the Public Health 
Act, 1878, the cemetery remains under 
the jurisdiction of the corporation as 
the burial board of the district. The 
present allotment holds good vntil the 
corporation, with the consent of the Local 
Government Board, makes any alteration | 
in it, 
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|arranged. The average amount of the 


annual grant voted for the last ten years 
was £34,100. 


Marlborough Street Training College. 

Mr. DILLON : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to ,the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
what is the amount proposed to be spent 
on the new residences for the students of 
the Marlborough Street Training College ; 
whether this amount will provide accom- 
modation for both male and female 
students ; whatis the amount of tenders 
sent in; and have plans and specifications 
been submitted to the whole body of the 
Commissioners of National Education and 
been approved by them. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
amount proposed to be spent cannot at 
present be stated. The new buildings, 
when completed, will provide accom- 
modation for both male and female 
students, but tenders have as yet only 
been invited for the residence for the 
As the terms for 
the contract for the male students’ 
residence have not been finally settled, 
the amount of the tender which has 
been provisionally accepted cannot be 
made public. The plans of the new 
| buildings were submitted to and 
approved by the whole body of Com- 


| missioners, 


Irish School Buildings Grant. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland what is the total amount of | 
the new grant towards the expense of | 
school buildings in Ireland; within what 
period it is proposed that this grant 
should be spent ; and what is the average 
amount of the annual grant for this 
purpose for the last ten years. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


total amount of the substituted grant is | 
is £4 15s. 


£210,000, consisting of £140,000 to be 
voted by Parliament from public funds 
and £70,000 to be voted from the Ireland | 
Deve ‘lopment Grant. This amount will | 
be spent in six years or more, as may be | 


_ supply 
| £2.19s. per 1,00). 


Cost of Ammunition for Rifle Ciuts 

Capratn SINCLAIR (Forfar): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War how it 
comes to pass that the Government charges 
£5 per 1,000 for ammunition to affiliated 
rifle clubs, while Messrs. Kynoch offer to 
affiliated clubs at the rate of 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The present vocabulary rate 
which is charged for ‘303 ball cartridges 
This includes inspection and 
store charges. It is not known what 
| cartridges are supplied by Messrs. Kynoch 
|for £2198. per 1,000, but they have 
,hot passed the War Office inspection. 








915 Quest ons. 
Messrs. Cox and ag oy , Army Age nts 
—Contract with the Government. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether there is a contract between the 
War Office and Messrs. Cox and 
Company in regard to the receipt and 
disbursement by tbe latter of officers’ 
regimental pay; if so, is it in writing, 
what is its date, and when does it 
expire; will he lay a copy of it upon the 
Table of the House; and at its expiration 
will he make arrangements that the 
firm in question shall enjoy no preference 
over other London bankers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The proposal of Messrs. Cox 
and Company to act as agents for the 
regiments and departments which they 
represent was accepted by letter on 
April 20th, 1891, in the following terms :— 
‘Tam directed by Mr. Secretary Stanhope 
to inform you that he approves of your 


appointment as agents for the regiments | 


and departments for which you now act 
for the period of twenty years from the 
Ist January, 1892, on condition that the 


{COMMONS} 





916 


Questions. 


work is performed by you without 
charge to the public, and that security 
for £50,000 is given by you as offered in 
the letter above referred to. It will be 
left to the choice of every officer as at 
present to be paid by you or by an Army 
paymaster.” The arrangement wll, 
consequently, expire on December 3lst, 
1911, and the question of its continu- 
ance or Otherwise will doubtless be fully 
considered by those then responsible, It 
will be observed that officers are under 
no compulsion to draw their pay through 
| Messrs. Cox or any other Army agent, 





| War Office Contracts with Maconochie 
Brothers. 


| Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil. 
‘lo ask the Secretary of State for War 
| what contracts have been placed by his 
| Department with the firm of Maconochie 

Brothers, Limited, since the year 1900, 
| with the date and value of each contract. 
| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
| Forster.) Contracts with Maeonochie 
| Brothers since Ist January, 1900 :— 











Date. Supply. Value. 

£ 
5—1— 00 290,000 Ibs. Bacon. - 13,140 
21—2—00 | = 250,000 - - 11,459 
4 —3—00 87,600 3,970 
30—-7 —00 | 275,000 e 12,526 
22—1—01 | 188,000 “a 8,713 
»—5—OL | 80,000 i! 3,708 
25-801 | 300,000 A 14,479 
189-0] 125,000 e 5958 
23-10-01 200,000 9.688 
26-1101 | 240,000 ‘ 11,708 
fe 39: 299 100,000 3 1844 
26—5..02 14,400 ‘i 2,128 





O 
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> Date. Supply. Value. 
£ 

98-38-61 100,000 Ibs. Ham - - - 5,208 
18—9—01 72,000 - - 3,750 
23—19—01 60,000 se 3,125 
26—11—01 280,000 = 14,583 
4—2—02 300,000 x ‘ ; : 15,625 
28—5—02 79,400 ee $155 
19—2—00 250,000 Rations M. and Y. 12,890 
22 —2—00 25,000 1,289 
17—3—00 168,000 8,663 
20—-6-—00 333,000 17,170 
i353 7—=06 500,000 23,696 
700) 500,000 os : - $2,605 
25100 500,000 Re 2 22,655 
248 -_00 1,000,000 Pe 45,310 
I8-—10—-00 1,000,000 = 45,310 
10 —11-—00 1,000,000 55,208 
11—12-~0U0 1,000,000 Pr : 55,208 
3—1—0l 3,000,000 ie - | 160,937 
6—3—O01 2,000,000 = | 107,291 
24—3—Ol1 800,000 x 35,000 
8. 4.0] 1,000,000 - 47,917 
15—5—O01 489,456 3 19,884 
»—]1--00 100,000 Rations Emergency 7,083 
6—2—00 500,000 re 33,333 
14—3— 00 £50,000 s 29 062 
i= 00 220,000 es | 14,208 
22500 220,000 P | 14,208 
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24—2 —00 
14—3-—-00 
21300 
2t—3—00 
27—4—00 
29—5—00 
22-600 
20-——7—00 
27—-7—00 
25— 10—00 
22—11—00 


19—-19-—00 


15-—2—01 
22-- 6--01 
27—9—01 
31—10—0] 
23—11— 01 
29—] —02 
10—2—02 
13—5 —02 
2—7—02 
19—7- 00 
22—1—01 
23-—5—0)] 
12 6—01 


Supply. 








9,260 lbs. Roast Fowl 


1,800 
8,500 

380 
4,800 


6,600 


” 


11,520 tins Roast Fowl - 


42,000 Ibs. Roast Fow] 


20,000 
26,400 
27,500 

8,100 
35,000 
23,400 
17,640 

7,840 
22,500 
19,680 
17,880 

1,032 


1,008 


33,000 pints Calf’s Foot Jelly 


15,900 
19,500 
19,500 
2) O50 


46,125 


” 


” 


tins Roast Fowl 





Value. 


1,250 
1,650 
1,719 
DOG 
2.119 
1,170 
882 
17 
L249 
1,066 
970 
218 
Dd 
962 
497 


623 


TD0 


1,545 
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Date. Supply. Value. 
£ 

19—1—00 250,000 Ibs. Jam 4,687 
250,000 Ibs. Marmalade 3,385 

30—6—00 264,000 lbs. Jam 4,950 
21—7—00 500,000 is 6,250 
3—8—00 308,560, 3,857 
8—9—00 660,400, 8,255 
28-—2—01 200,000 “ 2,361 
30—4—01 1,528,270 45 19,200 
30—1—02 1,020,000 Pe 13,562 
7—4—02 70,000 Ibs. Marmalade 778 
94—8—03 1,000 Ibs. Jam 16 
18—11—03 1,200 _,, 20) 
26-—4— 01 14,448 lbs. Pepper - DST 
26—6—00 10,000 Ibs. Oatmeal - - - 125 
2 - -8—00 14,000 re 194 
2—8—00 9,000 lbs. Arrowroot 163 
31—5-—02 480 lbs. Sago 4 
18—7—02 2,240 ‘ 16 











QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Repair before Sale of Obsolete Cruisers. 


Sm A. HAYTER (Walsall): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty what is the justification for 
the expenditure of £160,000 upon the 
refit of nine cruisers, which within 
eighteen months were to be sold as of 
being no further use in the Navy; and 
whether he agrees in the view, expressed 
before the Public Accounts Committee, 
that the refits had not added much to 
the valye of the ships, because they are 
not wld for commercial purposes and 





fetch little more than the price of old 
iron. 


THe CIVIL LORD oF tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Arruur Leg, Hampshire, 
Fareham) : At the time these cruisers were 
refitted they were still on the active 
list, and were necessarily kept in repair 
in case any emergency should arise. 
For this purpose the amounts expended 
did add to their seagoing efficiency. 


General Sir Forestier Walker. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether General Sir Forestier 








Que.tions. 


Walker, the newly-appointed Governor 
of Gibraltar, was Commander of the 
Forces in Cape Colony for two years 
during the existence of the meat contract 
with the Cold Storage Company, and 
had, as Commander- in- Chief, under 
him the men who passed the meat and 
had complete control over the Cold 
Storage Company, which it is estimated 
made a clear profit of £6,000,000 
sterling from the contract; whether 
General Sir Forestier Walker, while in 
command of the Cape, or shortly after 
his relinquishment of that command, 
obtained, or was presented with by the 
Cold Storage Company, an interest in 
that company as holder of 200 and 
jomt holder of 100 ordinary shares; 
whether Sir Forestier Walker subse- 
quently became a director of the South 
African and Australian Cold Storage 
Company, to which the Cold Storage 
Company sold its business as a running 
concern with all its assets, a company 
which was formed for the sole purpose 
of buying the Cold Storage Company ; 
and, if so, what explanation, if any, can 
be offered icr the appointment of 
General Sir Forestier Walker to the 
Governorship of Gibraltar, having regard 
to his close connection with companies 
whose interests with the War Office have 
been the subject of public comment. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup- Forster,  Bel- 
fast, W.): The relations of General Sir 
Forestier Walker with the Cold Storage 
Company were fully discussed in 
House in debate on Army Estimates 
of August 4th, 1902. He did not join 
the board until after he had ceased to 
be on full pay. There was nothing in 
General Sir Forestier Walker’s 
with regard to these companies 
contravened any Army regulation, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 
not that, immediately after resigning his 
command at the Cape, Sir Forestier 
Walker became director of a company 
whose contracts are now the subject of 
investigation by a Royal Commission ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes; but 
Iam prepared to say that Sir Forestier 
Walker has done nothing “ther dis- 
honourable or illegal. 


this | 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL:; Is he going 
to succeed Sir George White ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 
Subsequently— 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 


ask leave to move the adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of ‘liscussing a 
definite matter of urgent public import- 
ance, viz., the appointment of Sir 
Forestier Walker to the position of 
Governor of Gibraltar, having regard 
to his relations with the Imperial Cold 
Storage Company, of which he was a 
shareholder, immediately after his re- 
signation of the command at the Cape, 
and his appointment as director of the 
Australian Cold Storage Company, a 
company whose contracts with the War _ 
Office have been the subject of public 
comment, and will be a matter of inves- 
tigation before the Royal Commission 
on War Office Contracts now sitting 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I should have 
thought the proper course wou!d he for 
the hon. Member to wait and see what the 
decision of the Stores Commission is. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Long before 
that decision is published, Sir Forestier 
Walker will be comfortably ensconced in 


| Gibraltar, the very place where the cold 


| storage is. 


| 


*Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
can raise the question on the Appropria- 


‘tion Bill. 


| 
} 


action | 
which | 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: With great 
respect, I shall not be able to raise it; 
for the moment I stand up, that instant 


the First Lord of the Treasury will move 
| the closure. 


: Is ittrue or | 





Employment for Ex-Soldiers. 

Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if his attention has been 
called to Lord Roberts’ statement, on 
May 15th, that only nine places had been 
found for retired soldiers in twe lve months 
in Government Departments; if the 
statement is based on the Report of the 


Director-General of Recruiting ; and what 
\ 
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explanation he has to offer on the | 


matter. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My atten- 
tion has already been drawn to this 
mitter by my hon. and gallant friend. 
{ne statement in question referred only 
to the vacancies amongst messengers in 
public offices, other than the War Office, 
which had been filled by ex-soldiers. The 
numbers of ex-soldiers for whom employ- 
ment generally has been found in the 
various public offices or Depariments is 
shown in detail in the Repert of the 
Director of Recruiting. The Post Office 
alone has found 1,461 places for ex- 
soldiers in the year concerned. The 
number of ex-soldiers employed at the 
War Office is 407. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
asked if it were the practice for ex-soldiers 
to have preference over civilians with 
equal qualifications, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the War 
Office certainly always desired to do so 
so far as that Department was concerned. 


Armament of Volunteer Artillery. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBER'IS (Sheffield, 
Ecc!esall): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War when the new field guns, 
repeatedly promised to the 4th West York 
Volunteer Artillery in lieu of the present 
antiquated muzzle-loading ones, will be 
issued ; and whether, if it be not pos ible 
to issue new guns, he will give instructions 


{31 Juny 1995} 


(Juestions. bs 


quately trained by the use of obsolete 


guns. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a matter of opinion. 


Officers’ Addresses. 

Ma. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any, and, if so, what, 
facilities are given to tradesmen an: 
others to ascertain the addresses of 
officers with whom they may desire to 
communicate in regard to accounts du». 


Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER: Th: 
addresses of officers ure not furnished by 
the War Office. Applicants are referred 
to the officers’ regimental agents or to 
the Paymaster-General. 


The Judge!Advocate-General. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, under the new terms of 
appointment, the Judge Advocate- 


(reneral will report upon the findings and 
procedure of Courts-martial to the Army 
Council, or whether he will, as heretofore, 
tender his advice in person to the 
Sovereign; whether he will have power 
to quash convi'tions, or whether the 
Army Council will be at liberty to dis- 
regard or reject his reports and advice; 
whether he will be a member of His 
Majesty’s Privy Council; what salary 
will be paid to him; and for what period 
will his appointment be made. 


that some of the guus now in use by the , 


Royal Field Artillery, when replaced by 
the new quick-firing ones (now in course 
of manufacture and delivery), be delivered 
to the corps. 


Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think my 
hon. frend is under a misapprehension ; 
there has been no intention of giving this 
corps any of the new field guns now 
under construction. In reply to the latter 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The whole 
question of the position, duties, and salary 
of the Judge Advocate-General is stil 
under consideration. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Did you not 


say the other day that the office of Judge 
Advocate-General had been abolished ? 


| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : No, Sir. 


part of the Question, I have no further | 


information to give the hon. Member | 
beyond what has been already given to | 


the House this session. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
asked the right hon Gentleman whether 
he considered that troops could be ade- 


Military Sports on Sundays. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
' whether his attention has been called to 
‘the military spots which, took place at 
Rush, county Dublin, on Sunday last ; 
whether these sports were held with the 
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consent of the commanding officer; and 


Questions. 


if such proceedings have the sanction of 


the War Office. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The sports 


in question were held on the date men- 
tioned with the sanction of the general 
officer concerned. Instructions will, 
however, be sent to the general officer 
commanding-in-chief that military sports 
should not in future be held on a Sunday. 


Epizootic Lymphangitis in Ireland. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that South African disease has been im- 
ported into Ireland through the transfer 
of Army horses; and, if so, whether he 
will have a full inquiry made into the 
circumstances so as to place the re- 
sponsibility on the persons through 
whose negligence loss has been sustained 
by Irish horse breeders and promoters of 
race meetings and shows. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The intro- 
duction of the disease of epizootic 
lymphangitis, which is not peculiar to 
South Africa, may have been due to 
Army horses. There was, however, no 
reason to suppose that the horses we-e 
infected when they left South Africa or 
when they arrived in England, 
period of incubation is a very iong one. 
It does not, therefore, appear that the 
suggested inquiry would serve any good 
purpose. 


Mr. CULLINAN: As this very serious 
disease has been imported into [reland 
by Army horses through the negligence 
of the authorities, with the result that 
horses have died, stables have been 
closed, and race and other meetings 
stopped, will the Government compensate 
the people for the losses they have 
thereby sustained ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I cannot | 


admit the accuracy of the hon. Member’s 
assertions. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): In 
how many districts in Great Britain has 
it appeared ? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In several. 
I cannot say how many. 
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| Lord Curzon and Indian Army 
Administration. 

_ Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp.- 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for India whether he has any 
further statement to make with regard 
to the speech of the Viceroy of India on 
the subject of the administration of the 
Indian Army. In putting the Question, 
may I explain that on perusal of the 
text of Lord Curzon’s speech I found 
that I was not justified on a recent 
occasion in using the words in relation 
‘to that speech that the decision of His 
Majesty’s Government and the despatch 
of the Secretary of State conveying that 
decision to the Viceroy were criticised 
“severely if not offensively.” I wish, 
therefore, to withdraw the word 
“offensively” altogether and substitute 
for it “ unconstitutionally.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I am glad the right hon. Gentle- 
'man has seen his way to withdraw the 
word in question. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have carefully considered the text 
of Lord Curzon’s speech of July 18th 
in reference to their decision as to 
military administration in India. The 
speech was delivered in terms which 
_might easily give rise to misconcep ion, 
but the questions at issue having been 
settled on lines accepted by the Vice oy 
and Commander-in-Chief, His Majesty’s 
Government are content to regard it as 
closed, and to accept unreservedly Lord 
Curzon’s declaration in the speech of 
July 18th of “his utmost desire to carry 
out loyally a policy decided upon by His 
Majesty’s Government.” 


The ‘ Allanton.” 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
any claims have been put forward by 
His Majesty’s Government to the 
| Russian Government demanding com- 
/pensation for the sailors and firemen 
of the British steamer ‘ Allanton,” 


‘which vessel was wrongly captured by 
the Russian naval authorities; whether 
he is aware that some of the crew of 
the ‘‘Allanton” were kept prisoners on 
\the Russian warships whilst these vessels 
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were being chased by Japanese cruisers; | 
whether he is taking any steps to secure 
for foreign seamen employed on British 
ships the same protection as British | 
seamen; whether he can state the posi- 
tion of the negotiations at the present 
time ; and whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to press for a settlement 
of the claims of the crew of the 
“ Allanton.” 


THE UNDER- SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, §.): Complaints 
have been made on behalf of the sailo s 
and firemen on board the “ Allanton”’ 
for hardships sustained by them during 
their detention, but no specific claims 
for compensation have as yet been for- 
warded to us. Their statement makes 
no reference to the Russian warships to 
which some of the crew had been trans- 
ferred being chased by Japanese cruisers. 
As regards the third paragraph of the 
Question, no steps for asserting generally 
the position of foreigners on board 
British ships are, in the opinion of His 
Majesty’s Government, necessary, as 
each case must depend on its special 
circumst ances. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: May I ask 
whether the claims put forward on 
behalf of the sailors are admitted, 
and what is the reason for the great 
delay that has taken place. 


Eart PERCY said they were still 
waiting for further information, as they 
had only got the preliminary statements. 
They had not made any statement to 
the Russian Government pending the 
further statement of the case of the 
seamen. 


Photographs of Dartmoor Convicts. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if his attention has been 
called to the fact that convicts who are 
undergoing punishment at Dartmoor are 
photographed in their convict garb ; that 
these photographs are publicly sold in 
shops; that they also take the form of 
Picture postcards, and are sent through 
the Post Office, enabling convicts to be 
identified by tle ou ide world; whether. 
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he will take any, and what, steps to pre- 


vent in future anyone except the properly 


authorised prison authorities from taking 
photographs of convicts; and whether 


he will take any, and what, steps to pre- 
| vent such photographs from being sold, or 


made public, or used for any other 
purposes except in the interests of justice. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For tHE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Douctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): My 
attention has been called to the postcards 
in question, but the photographs that 
appear on them are old ones and do not 
contain the likeness that can be identified 
of any convict now in Dartmoor. For 
several years past the officers at Dartmoor 
have had instructions not to allow the 
photographing of convicts by visitors, 
and to take every possible action to 
prevent ‘‘snap-shots” being taken of 
convicts working outside the prison. I 
may add that in some cases the directors 
of convict prisons have allowed photo- 
graphs to be taken of the interior of 
prisons for use in illustrating articles on 
prison life; but such permission has 
always been given subject to the condi- 
tion that no recognisable photograph of 
any individual prisoner should be taken 
and that prints should be submitted to 
the directors before publication in order 
that this condition might be strictly 
enforced. 


Mr. MOSS: Has the right hon, 
xentleman seen the photographs ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have seen 
the cards and photographs and have 
ascertained they are old ones taken 
before 1897, when the present orders 
Were made. 


Prison Photographs of Unconvicted 
Prisoners. 

Mr. MOSS : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether, by the prison regulations, the 
prison authorities are entitled to take 
photographs of an accused person against 
his will while he is under arrest but 
before he is tried or convicted, and who, 
after trial, may be acquitted; if so, 
whether the authorities retain the photo- 
graphs of these accused persons, even 
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alter their acquittal; and, if so, whether 
he will take any, and what, steps to 
prevent any accused person from being 
photographed before his conviction. 


Questions. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Provision is 
made in the Penal Servitude Act, 1891, 
for the photographing of untried prisoners 
when their photographs are require in 
the interests of justice; but it can be 
done only in certain cases and under 
certain conditions which are prescribed 
in the regulations made by the Secretary 
of State on June 20th, 1895, and laid 
before this House. The regulations re- 
quire, inter alia, that if the prisoner is 
either discharged by the magistrate or 
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acquitted on trial, both negatives and | 


copies must be either 
handed over to the prisoner. 
many cases absolutely necessary in the 


destroyed or | 
It iS in | 


interests of justice that prisoners should | 


be photographed before trial; but it 
appears to me that the interests of those 
who are found innocent are completely 
safeguarded by the regulations. 


Mr. MOSS: 
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Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children for the month of June; is he 
aware that 3,690 cases, affecting the 
welfare of 10,470 children and involvin 
4,734 offenders, were Cealt with; that 
2,944 children were insured for £15,263; 
and, if so, can he say how many of these 
children died of their treatment, distin- 
guishing between the various parts of the 
Unitel Kingdom; and what was the 
amount struck in fixes and imprisonment 
inflicted. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have 
seen the figures quoted by the hon. 
Member. According to the statement 
issued by the society, forty-seven of the 
cases with which they dealt had resulted 
in the death of the child. I have no 
information enabling me to give the 
other particulars asked for. 


Relief Works and Voters’ Qualifications. 
Str A. HAYTER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 


| Board whether he proposes to issue any 


| 


prevent the photographing of prisoners | 


before trial ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: In certain 


photographed before his trial, but it 
appeus to me the interests of these men 
are completely safeguarded in the way I 
have suggested. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What 


‘instruction from his office to the over- 


Will steps be taken to) seers and town clerks throughout the 


constituencies, directing them not to omit 
any names from the voting lists of per- 
sons whose sole disqualification is their 


¥.. Mn having been employed upon any relief 
cases it is absolutely necessary in the in- | 
terests of justice that a prisoner should be | 


works. 


THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 


means have you of being assured the 


negatives and copies are destroyed ¢ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Distinct 


I have made inquiries and no complaints 
have reached me. 
Mr. FLAVIN: The pictures are 


easy to print any number of copies. 


Prevention of Cruelty to Children. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, | 


W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
has yet seen the report cf the Nation 


; iment Board 
orders are given that that shall be done. . ; 
d 8 : °+ | which he proposes to introduce into the 


Batrour, Leeds, Central): I have no 
authority to issue any instructions on 
this subject. 


The Unemployed Workmen Bill. 
Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): TI beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govem: 
whether the Amendment 


| Unemployed Bill (lines 38 to 40), and 
| which gives power to the central body t) 
| apply public money in the form of rates 
; | to the acquisition of land, with the cov- 
developed outside the prison, and it is| 


sent of the Local Government Board, 


| would enable them to lease or to purchse 


land for the purpose of creating farm 
colonies. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Si. 
Under the Amendment a central body 
would be enabled to de‘ray out of fun's 
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supplied by contributions from the rates 
the expenses of purchasing land or taking 
it on lease for the establishment of farm 
colonies. But the consent of the Local 
iovernment Board would be required. 


Questions. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether, under the clause as re-drafted, 
there will be any power to keep these 
colonies going out of public funds, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. Such 
farm colonies will depend for maintenance 
entirely on voluntary contributions. 


Ireland and the Swine Fever Regulations. 
Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he is aware that in twenty- 
seven weeks ending July 8th there were 
444 cases of swine fever in Great Britain, 
and that during the same _ period 
there were only twenty-one cases in 
Ireland; and whether, in view of .the 
fact that young pigs are admitted 
into Ayrshire from England, where swine 
fever is much more prevalent than in 
Ireland, he will cancel the regulations 
which at present prevent farmers in 
Ireland from availing themselves of the 
Ayrshire market, and thereby place them 
on the same footing as English farmers. 


*Tue PRES{DENT or tHE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Atbwyn Fet- 
LOWES, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): I 


regret that under existing circum- 
stances IT am unable to withdraw 
the regulations to which the hon. 
Member refers. Ireland is not yet 


free from swine fever, and experience 
has shown that the conditions under 


Which the trade in store pigs 
brought from that country is neces- 


sarily carried on are much more con- 
ducive to the spread of the disease than 
is the case where pigs are moved into the 
county in comparatively small numbers 
atatime. I may add thatswine brought 


into Ayrshire from England are subjeci | 


to the provisions of the Swine Fever 
(Regulation of Movement) Order of 1903, 
Which require that no swine shall be 
moved into Ayrshire without a licence, 
Which is only granted if they have been 
for twenty-eight days on the premises from 
Which they are tobe moved, Onarrival 
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the swine must remain for twenty-eight 
days at the place of destination. 


(Questions. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Is it 
not the fact that swine fever is more 
preva'ent in England than in Ireland ? 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: There 


are more cases in England, no doubt. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company's Steamers. 

Sirk WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Tride what action he proposes 
to take with reference to the statemeat 
made to him by the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Company, that they 
have chartered their steam vessel “ Al- 
tona” for hire from Goole to a port 
not within the limits of The Lancashire 
and Yorkshi-e Railway Company (Steam 
Vessels) Act, 1904, for the compelling that 
company to desist from exceediig the 
powers conferred upon them by Parlia- 
ment. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SHCRE- 
TARY vo rue BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr, Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blacktfciars) : 
{ am not prepared to agree ia the 
suggestion of my hon, friend that the 
railway company have necessari y ex- 
ceeded their powers under the .ict of 
1904 by chartering one of their vessels 
to an outsider, neither is it clear that 
keeping the vessel laid up would be 
obviously in the public interest. The 
3oaid of Trade do not propose t» take 
any action. 

Sir WiLLIAM TOMLINSON: May 
I ask the hon. Geuticman if he is aware 
that traders engaged in the coast g 
trade look with the gravest avprehen- 
sion on what they regard as the unfair 
competition of the railway companies in 
making use of the Parliamentary powers 
beyond the prescribed limits 2 


Mr. BONAR LAW: 
aware of it. 
iS so. 


Iam not at all 
I should be surprised if it 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON: 
tell the hon. Gentleman it is. 


21 


I can 








935 Question’: 
The Vice-Chancellorship of the Duchy of 
Lancaster. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster when did the late Vice- 
Chancellor of the Duchy retire from that 
position; why has not the Vice-Chan- 
cellorship been filled up; and why has 
Mr. Hopkinson, K.C., the Principal of 
Owen’s College, Manchester, since Jan- 
uary, 1898, who has since then ceased 
to practise at the Bar, been appointed 
to discharge temporarily the duties of the 
office; and whether the post is to be 
offered to a Member of this House. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or ton DUCHY 
or LANCASTER (Sir) Writtam 
Watronb, Devonshire, Tiverton): The 
late Vice-Chancellor of the County 
Palatine resigned on June 19th, 1905, I 
appointed Mr. Hopkinson to act as my 
deputy on account of arrears of work in 
the Palatine Court, owing to Sir Samuel 
Hall’s illness, and he has consented to act 
until the long vacxtion. As the office is 
an important one, I have taken time to 
consider the claims of those eligible for 
it. I propose to make an appointment 
shortly. 


Mr. SWIFL MiACNEILL said he 
understood the appointment was to be 
given to the hon. Member for the Eccles 
Division of Lancashire, and asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had any 
precedent for keeping open a judicial 
appointment until it was convenient for 
the Government to give it to a Member 
of that House, who had at the last 
election a small majority. Was it not an 
evasion of the privileges of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think not. 


*Stir WILLIAM WALROND: This 
appointment rests entirely in my hands. 


S.r LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
And there have been many applica- 
tious for it. 


vooscroum Harbour Improvements. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,5.): Ibeg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the constant applications from the local 
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| authorities to the Congested Districts 
| Board for the carrying out improvements 
at the harbour of Cooscroum, the Board 
will put this application at the head of 
thoze to be considered for the next 
financial year. 


Questions, 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, §,): 
The Poard will consider this suggestion 
in due course, but cannot now give any 
widertaking 0.1 the subject. : 


Bi-Lingual Schools in Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O’VPONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state the number of schools in Tre- 
land in which the bi-lingual programme is 
in operation; how many of those schools 
have been iaspecte1 by inspectors coim- 
petent to judge of the progress made; 
how many such schools whose year 
terminated June 50th have not yet been 
inspected ; and will he explain the cause 
of the delay. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The numberis 
thirteen, None of these schools have 
yet been inspected. In two cases, in 
which the school year end.d on June 
3)th, inspection will shortly take place. 
In the remaining cases the school year 
will not terminate till September /,0ch. 


Constable Masterson’s Disappearance. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieuteaant of Ireland 
whether he is yet in a position to state 
what is the result of the inquiry made 
by the Inspector-General of Constabulary 
into the disappearance of Constable 
Masterson, of Maryborough, while under 
arule of bail to appear at the assiz 
and whether the inquiry was made on 
oath, 


Mx. WALTER LONG : The constable’s 
disappearance was fully inquired into by 
the {nspector-General, who found that 

| the police were in no way to blame in the 
matter. The inquiry was not held on 
oath. 


Labourers’ Cottages in Antrim. 
| Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | sentation and the completion of the 
aware that a representation under the | cottages. 

Labourers Acts was made to the rural | 

district council of Antrim by three men| Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
named Megarry for cottages in Crumlin | have already held a special inquiry into 
district more than five years ago, that | the general working of these Acts in 
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the rural district council decided that 
the cottages should be built, that build- 
ing operations were only begun after 
four years delay, and that when the 
cottages were half built operations were 
suspended and no work done for some 
time past; and whether the Local 
Government Board will make inquiries 
as to the cause of the delay which has 
taken place inthis case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There has been 
considerab'e del.y in this matter, but 
the district council have now informed 


the Local Government Board that the | 


cottages will shortly be completed. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say how 
many schemes under the Labourers Acts 
the rural district council of Antrim 
have prepared; what were the dates of 
each scheme ; an] how many houses have 
been built under each scheme. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Two schemes; 
one, dated June 12th, 1902, for twenty 
cottages, of which six have been com- 
pleted, and four more are nearly fiii-hed ; 
and the other, dated June 9th, 1904, for 
thirty-six cottages, of which none have 
been compl-ted. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: How long were the 
Labourers Acts in force before county 
Antrim built any cottages at all @ 


~ {No Answer was returned. ] 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will cause an 
inquiry t»> be held by the Local Govern- 
ment Board into the g:neral working of 
the Labourers Acts in the rural district 
of Antrim, and particularly into the 
alleged difficulty of procaring tenders for 
the erection of cottage;, and the delay 
Which has occurred in so many cases 
between the lolgment of the repre- 


beg to | 


county Antrin. The alleged difficulty in 
procuring tenders is net a matter on 
whith the Board could take effective 
action. In the absence of reasonable 
tenders it would be open to the council 
|to have the cottages built by direet 
| labour under their own architect. 


| 
| Police and Public Meetings at Kilkenny. 
| Me. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkeany) : I 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
| aware that a placard posted in Kilkenny, 
| calling a pullic meeting in the town hall 
of that city on the 24th instant for the 
| purpose of organising a pubiic fund to 
| secure proper defence and fair trial for a 
young man named Michael Dwyer, who 
is returned for ‘rial at next winter asssizes 
on a Charge of sedition, has been torn 
down by the police ; whether he can say 
on Whose authority and for what reason 
these placards were interfered with; and 
| whether he intends to take any, and, if 
so, what, action to punish the police 
officers concerned. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The placard 
was of a highly objectionable and in- 
flammatory character, evidently offensive 
to a religious confraternity in the town, 
and calculated to promote turbulence and 
disorder. Some of these placards were 
| torn down. hy members of this confrater- 
nity. The police, in order to promote 
the peace and order of the town, removed 
the remainder, acting on the instructions 
of their officers. 





; Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN; What 


portion of the placard was illegal ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
necessity to read it. [ take full respon- 
sibility for my Answer. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Was it not 
a placard calling a meeting for the pur- 
pose of organising a fund to secure the 
proper defence of Dwyer and to 
prevent the packing of the jury? Is that 
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935 Question’: 
The Vice-Chancellorship of the Duchy of | 
Lancaster. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster when did the late Vice- 
Chancellor of the Duchy retire from that 
position; why has not the Vice-Chan- 
cellorship been filled up; and why has 
Mr. Hopkinson, K.C., the Principal of 
Owen’s College, Manchester, since Jan- 
uary, 1898, who has since then ceased 
to practise at the Bar, been appointed 
to discharge temporarily the duties of the 
office; and whether the post is to be 
offered to a Member of this House. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tur DUCHY 
or LANCASTER (Sir) WILLIAM 
WaLronD, Devonshire, Tiverton): The 
late Vice-Chancellor of the County 
Palatine resigned on June 19th, 1905, I 
appointed Mr. Hopkinson to act as my 
deputy on account of arrears of work in 
the Palatine Court, owing to Sir Samuel 
Hall’s illness, and he has consented to act 
until the Jong vacation. As tie office is 
an important one, I have taken time to 
consider the claims of those eligible for 
it. I propose to make an appointment 
shortly. 


Mr. SWIFI MiCNEILL said he 
understood the appointment was to be 
given to the hon. Member for the Eccles 
Division of Lancashire, and asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had any 
precedent for keeping open a judicial 
appointment until it was convenient for 
the Government to give it toa Member 
of that House, who had at the last 
election a small majority. Was it not an 
evasion of the privileges of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 1 think not. 


*Strr WILLIAM WALROND: This 
appointment rests entirely in my hands. 


S.r LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
And there have been many applica- 
tions ior it. 


vooscroum Harbour Improvements. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,8.): Ibeg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of | 
the constant applications from the local 
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authorities to the Congested Districts 


| Board for the carrying out improvements 


at the harbour of Cooscroum, the Board 
will put this application at the head of 
thoze to be considered for the next 
financial year. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, §.): 
The Poard will consider this suggestion 
in due course, but cannot now give any 
undertaking oa the subject. 


Bi-Lingual Schools in Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O’VONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): [beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state the number of schools in Ire- 
land in which the bi-lingual programme is 
in operation; how many of those schools 
have been taspecte] by iaspectors com- 
petent to judge of the progress made; 
how many such schools whose year 
terminated June 30th have not yet been 
inspected ; and will he explain the cause 
of the delay. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The numberis 
thirteen, None of these schools have 
yet been inspected. In two cases, in 
which the school year end.d on June 
3th, inspection will shortly take place. 
In the remaining cases the school year 
will not terminate till September ‘0th. 


Constable Masterson’s Disappearance. 

Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is yet in a positioa to state 
what is the result of the inquiry made 
by the Inspector-General of Constabulary 
into the disappearance of Constable 
Masterson, of Maryborough, while under 
arule of bail to appear at the assiz 
and whether the inquiry was made on 
oath, 


M:. WALTER LONG: The constable’s 
disappearance was fully inquired into by 
the {nspector-General, who found that 


the police were in no way to blame in the 


matter. The inquiry was not held om 


outh. 


Labourers’ Cottages in Antrim. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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937 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a representation under the 
Labourers Acts was made to the rural 
district council of Antrim by three men 
named Megarry for cottages in Crumlin 
district more than five years ago, that 
the rural district council decided that 
the cottages should be built, that build- 
ing eperations were only begun after 
four years delay, and that when the 
cottages were half built operations were 


Questions, 
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suspended and no work done for some 
time past; and whether the Local | 
Government Board will make inquiries | 
as to the cause of the delay which has | 
taken place in this case. | 

Mr. WALTER LONG: There has been | 
considerab'e del.y in this matter, but | 
the district council have now informed | 
the Local Goverament Board that the | 
cottages wil shortly be completed. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say how 
many schemes under the Labourers Acts | 
the rural district council of Antrim 
have prepared; what were the dates of 
each scheme ; an} how many houses have 
been built under each scheme. | 


Me. WALTER LONG: Two schemes; | 
one, dated June 12th, 1902, for twenty | 
cottages, of which six have been com- | 
pleted, and four more are nearly fiii-hed ; | 
and the other, dated June 9th, 1904, for | 
thirty-six cottages, of which none have | 
been compl-ted. | 

| 
| 
| 


Mr. KILBRIDE: How long were the 
Labourers Acts in force before county | 


Antrim built any cottages at all 2 
. o 


“ No Answer was returned. ] 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will cause an 
Inquiry t» be held by the Local Govern- 
ment Board into the g-neral working of 
the Labourers Acts in the rural district 
of Antrim, and particularly into the 
alleged difficulty of procaring tenders for 
the erection of cottages, and the delay 
Which has occurred in so many cases 
between the lolgment of the repre- 
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sentation and 
cottages. 


the completion of the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
have already held a special inquiry into 
the general working of these Acts in 
county Antrin. The alleged difficulty in 
procuring tenders is not a matter on 
Whiih the Board could take effective 
action. In the absence of reasonable 
tenders it would be open to the council 
to have the cottages built by direct 
labour under their own architect. 


Police and Public Meetings at Kilkenny. 
Me. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkeany) : I 


| beg to esk the Chie! Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a placard posted in Kilkenny, 
calling a public mecting in the town hall 
of that city on the 24th instant for the 
purpose of organising a public fund to 
secure proper defence and fair trial for a 
young man named Michael Dwyer, who 
is returned for trial at next winter asssizes 
on a charge of sedition, has been torn 
down by the police ; whether he can say 
on whose authority and for what reason 
these placards were interfered with; and 


whether he intends to take anv, and, if 


|so, what, action to punish the police 


officers concerned. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The placard 
was of a highly objectionable and in- 
flammatory character, evidently offensive 
to a religious confraternity in the town, 
and calculated to promote turbulence and 
disorder. Some of these placards were 


| torn dowv. by members of this confrater- 
| nity. 


The police, in order to promote 
the peace and order of the town, removed 


| the remainder, acting on the instructions 


of their officers. 
Me. PATRICK O’BRIEN: What 


portion of the placard was illegal ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
necessity to read it. [ take full respon- 
sibility for my Answer. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Was it not 
a placard calling a meeting for the pur- 
pose of organising a fund to secure the 
proper defence of Dwyer and to 
prevent the packing of the jury? Is that 
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the seditious part of the placard? Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
meeting has actually taken place and 
that there has been no disturbance in 
the city ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is not 
the only part of the placard to which 
objection was taken. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Was it this, 
then? ‘Men of Kilkenny, remember the 
infamies of ex-Sergeant Sheridan, the 
infamous. Remember Mitchelstown. Re- 
member Talbot, who was also a confra- 
ternity man—a police spy who got into 
the Church pretending to be a Catholic 
while entrapping young men in the 
country into illegal secieties.” Was that 
the objectionable part? Why was this 
placard torn down ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said 
distinctly because I considered it con- 
tained undesirabie statements. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


This is a somewhat serious matter. 


{COMMONS} 





contended that the right hon. Gentleman | 


has a right to tear down any placard 
which contains matter displeasing to 
him? 


tainly not. 


Mr. JOHN RiDMOND: That is tlie 


effect of your Answer. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: No. 


In conse- 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 


quence Of the unsatisfactory nature of 
the reply I shall later on ask leave to 
move the adjournment. 
Subsequently— 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask leave to move the adjournment of 


the House for the purpose of calling 
attention to a definite matter of urgent 
public importance, viz., the interference 
with the right of public meeting in Ire- 
land by the removal and effacement of 
placards by the Royal Irish Constabulary 
in the city of Kilkenny, calling a meeting 
for organising a fund to secure the proper 


| 





| is 


Is it | 
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defence and fair trial, and to prevent the 
packing of the jury in the case of Michael 
Dwyer, who has been returned for trial 
on susp‘cion to the Wicklow Winter 
Assizes. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon, 
Gentleman can hardly bring this within 
the rules of urgency. It appears that the 
occurrence took place more than a week 
ago, and the hon. Member himself 
informed the House that the meeting 
actually took place which was summoned 
by these placards; therefore, it cin 
hardly be siid to be a matter of urgent 
public importance. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN handel 0:6 
of the placards to Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is no part of my 
funetion to decide whether this placard 
is likely to cause a breach of the peace er 
not. I cannot undertake to say that, 
All I can undertake to say is that the 
tearing down of this placard a week ag» 


not a matter of urgent public 
importance to-day. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I submit 


that if the Chief Secretary was in this 
young man’s position he would think it 


/a matter of urgent public impoitance if 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir, cer- | 


| Lieutenant 





he knew someone was preparing to pack 
a jury and send him to prison. 


Wexford Prison. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
of Jreland whether he is 
aware that the Wexford Prison has been 
closed by the prison authorities; asa 
result, will it fall on the hands of the 
Wexford County Council ; will they have 
to pay out of the rates the sum of £200 
a year although the prison buildings are 
of no use to them; whether he can state 
if any saving has been effected by 
sending prisoners to Waterford Prison; 
and, if not, will he take steps to have 
Wexford Prison reopened. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The prison 
was closed on September 29th last, and 
will, by law, become vested in the 
county council upon the expiration of 
twelve months from that date, unless in 
the meantime it should be required for 
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some public purpose. Should it become 
so vested in the council, that body will 
be liable for the payment of the rent. A 
yearly saving, estimated at £780, has been 
affected by the closing of the prison. 
It is not intended to reopen the prison. 


Questions. 


Alleged Outrage at Boyle. 
Me. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 


N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state the date of the alleged out- 
rage on the house of Mr. Maginnis, near 
Boyle, county of Roscommon; how 
soon after the alleged occurrence was it 
reported to the constabulary; when did 
the police commence their inquiries, and 
how many were engaged in them; how 
many police are stationed in the Boyle 
district ; whether any report on the 
subject and, if any, what report, has 
been made by the police; and, if not, 
whether he will state when such a 
report may be expected. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The date 
of the alleged outrage was the night of 
July Lith. The occurrence was reported 
to the police at 4 o'clock on the morning 
of the 12th, and they at once commenced 
their inquiries under the supervision of 
the local police officers. Forty-four police 
are stationed in the Boyle district, which 
isan extensive one. 
special report as to the occurrence in a 
day or two, 


Mr. HAYDEN: It is exactly twenty 
days since the case was reported to 
the police. Does it take forty policemen 
three weeks to find out that this, as 
everybody in the district knows, is an 
inaccurate report ? 


Me. WALTER LONG: There are not 
lorty policemen engaged on the inquiry; 
there are forty policemen in the district, 
Which is a very wide one. ‘To the best 
ol my belief, no time has been lost in 
making the investigation, and my sole 
desire is to publish the facts directly ] 
Teceive them, 


Mr. HAYDEN: How many men are 
fngaged on the investigation of this 
sham and bogus outrage / 
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Mr. JOUN REDMOND: Thre> weeks 
have lapsed since this accusation was 
published in the papers alleging a serious 
outrage. Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say whether it really occurred at all ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Tam expecting 
the ‘snecial report to-morrow. I desire 
the facts to be made known. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Do you not 


know the facts now ? 


Mr. HAYDEN: How many men are 
engaged in investigating this al!eged 
outrage? Has the right hon. Gentleman 
received any report at all? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have said 
inquiry is being made and Iam expecting 
the report to-morrow. {the hon. Gentle- 
man believes it to be a bogus outrage, 
surely [I am doing what he desires in 
having the matter thoroughly — in- 
vestigated. 


Mr. HAYDEN: May I ask the hon. 
Member for the Altrincham Division of 
Cheshire on what information he based 
his original Question on this subject @ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A Question of that 
kind is not permissible to a private Mem- 
ber. 


I hope to receive a | 


Mr. HAYDEN: This is a_ serious 
matter to us. It was alleged there was 
a fight lasting five hours, and that one 
man, at least, was wounded. We want to 
find out from the hon. Member who gave 
circulation to the slander if he has mads 
any inquiries as to whether it is true or 
false. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That Question can- 
not be put to an unoflicial Member. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But surely 
it would be in order for an hon. Member 
who had been the innocent means of 
circulating a false statement make 
a personal explanation, 


to 


Mr, DISRAETLI (Cheshire, Altrincham) : 

! am awaiting the report cf the Chief 

Secretary just as anxiously av hon, 
| Members opposite. 








913 Questions. 
Intermediate Education Inspectors in 
Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has heen called to the resolution of 
the Intermediate Education Boaid, passed 
in June, 1903, impressing upon the 
attention of the Lord-Lieutenant the 
great urgency of appointing permanent 
inspectors as a necessary part of the 
reforms aimed at by the Act of 1900, 


with a view to the inspection being: 


carried ovt in a thorough and compre- 
hensive way, and with fairness to the 
schools; and wil! he say what steps, if 
any, have been taken to provide the 
system of inspection recommended by 
the Board. 

Mr. The whole 


WALTER LONG: 
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‘the hon. Member that it was not proposed 


to introduce legislation of the character 
suggested. 


Mr. FLYNN: Not if it were to be 
treated as uncontroversial ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am afraid 
there is no chance of its being so treated, 


Mr. Arthur Deane, J.P. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing that Arthur Deane, J.P., is in oe- 
cupation of several evicted farms in the 
county Cork, he will state on what 
grounds and on whose recommendation 
he received the appointment of justice of 


, the peace for the county of Cork, 


question of inspection has engaged the , 


attention of the Irish Government, and 
if the hon. Member will refer to the 
recently-published Report of the Commis- 
sion on Intermediate Education in Ire- 
land he will find that it was one of 
several matters which the Commissioners 
were required to investigate. The ap- 
pointment of a permanent inspectorate 
is not recommended by them so long 
as the existing system of intermediate 
education remains unchanged, 


Mr, FLYNN: Is the Treasury blocking | 


the appointment of these inspectors ? 
Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 


Evictions in Ireland. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that 679 
eviction notices have been issued under 
Section 7 of the Land Act, 1887, during 
the three months ending June 30th 
last ; and, if so, whether, in view of the 
operations of the Land Purchase Act, 
1903, and the desirability of still further 
facilitating the sale of land to tenant 
occupiers, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of introducing a short measure to 
repeal this Section 7 before the close of 
the present session, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In reply to a 
similar Question on June Ist,t I intormed 


+ See (4) Debates, exlvii., 443. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Mr. Doane 
was, inthe usual way, appointed to the 
commission of the peace by the Lord 
Chancellor upon the recommendation of 
His Majesty’s Lieutenant of the county. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Was 
not his sole reeommendation that he had 
grabbed all the farms he could ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I can say 
nothing about the recommendations on 
which magistrates are appointed. 


Clonakilty Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in the event 
of the completion of negotiations for sale 
between landlord and tenants in the 
townland of Tullincasky, Clonakilty, step: 
will be taken to re‘nstate an evicted 
tenant, Mrs. O’Brien, on the farm at 
present in occupation of Arthur Deane, 
Jee: 


Mr. WALTER LONG: M s. O’Brien’s 
application for reinstatement has Deel 
received, and will be considered in the 
event of the estate concerned coming 
before the Commissioners. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Liew 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have been communicated 
with regarding the reinstatement of the 
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representatives of Mrs. O'Driscoll, evicted | 
tenants, to the farm in Ardfield, Clona- 
kilty, in occupation of Arthur Deane, | 
J.P.; on what grounds is Deane -efusing 
to vacate the faim; and what steps will 
be taken to restore the representatives 
of the evicted tenants to the farm. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : No proceedin s 
for the sale of the estate concerned have 
come before the Commissioners. It is 
not possible to identify any application 
which they may have received from the 
evicted tenant’s representatives unless 
the names of the latter be given. If the 
hon. Member will communicate this in- 
formation to me further inquiry will be 
made. 
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Mer. WALTER LONG: The advances 
of purchase money in respect of this 
estate have not yet been made. The 
Commissioners are about to further 
consider the question of assistance to 
the evicied tenants. 


Gortumloe Grazing Farms. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what steps the police have taken to 
bring to justice the authors of the 
notices posted on July 23rd _ last, 
threatening the tenants selected by the 
Estates Commissioners for new holdings 
on the grazing farm of Gortumloe, near 
Mullingar; what has been the result 


'of the police investigation as to the 


Trinity College Estates. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieut nant 
of Ireland whether sales of any of 
the estates held by Trinity College 
have been completed; if so, will he 
state in how many and where 
situated ; and in how many offers of sale 
have been made but not completed, 


cases, 


No sales have 
for the 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 
been completed. Proceedings 
sale of two estites are ponding. 


Me. KILBRIDE : Where are these two 


estates situated ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will find out 
and communicate with the hon. Member. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What is being 
done wth the £5,000 haided over to 
Trinity College 2? Is any use being made 
of it 2 

Mr. SPEAKER: Notice should be 
given of that Question. 


Evicted Tenants on the Coltsmann 
Estate, County Kerry. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Treland if he can now 
state that anything has been done for 
the evicted tenants on the Coltsmann 
Estate, county Kerry, which estate ha. 
ben before the Estates (om nissione.s 
for a considerable period, 


shooting alleged to have taken place in 
connection with these lands last May; 
and will he take steps to prevent graziers 
and their friends making similar attacks 
on persons selected by the Estates 
Commissioners as new tenants for div ded 
portions of grazing lands. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It was 
reported in a local newspaper that 
threatening notices had been posted up 
in Connec‘ion with this matter, but the 
police failed to discover the notices or 
any persons who saw them. ‘The police 
have not succeeded in tracing the 


| perpetrators of the outrage referred to in 


the second part of the Question. The 
police will continue to use their best 
efforts for the prevention and detection 
of outrag*. 


Mr. TULLY: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the name of the local 
paper ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 


Case of Mr. Murphy. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether _ his 


| attention has been drawn to the report 


which appeared in the Cork Examiner 
of Friday last regarding the serious 
illness of Mr. Murphy, at present under- 
going a sentence of six months in Cork 
gaol for his defence of Watergrasshill ; 
whether it is true that bis co ditio: ‘s 
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so serious that the two doctors who| 
attended and operated on him ordered 
a Catholic clergyman to be sent for, who 
administered the last rites of the Church ; 
whether, seeing that he has already 
served four months in prison, steps will 
be taken to have him released 
mediately. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The prisoner 
suffered from tonsilitis. The prison 
medical officer was sent for on Thursday 
last, but before his arrival the chaplain’s 
substitute administered religious rites to 
the prisoner. Subsequently the medical 
officer lanced an abscess in the prisoner's 
throat, since when his condition has 
improved. His life was not and is not 
in danger. ‘The doctor did not send for 
the clergyman. Any memorial in favour 
of a mitigation of sentence will at once 
be considered, 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Did not the Solicitor- 
General tell the right hon. Gentleman 
that this man was ina dangerous state 
at the time of his conviction? Is it the 
right hon. Gentleman’s intention to 
convert the sentence into a death penalty ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I received 
no such information from the Solicitor- 
General, 


Mr. ROCHE: Will you reconsider the 
case without a memorial ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: If the medical 
reports say the man is in danger I will 


certainly do so, 


Galway Assize Trials. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the number of persons charged with 
unlawful assembly at last Galway Assizes, 
the amount expended by the trials, also 
the amount of fees received by the 
Attorney-General, the number of con- 


victions obtained, and number of special 


jurors told to stand aside by the Crown. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL $ For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arktnson, Londonderry, 
N.): The number of persons tried for | 
unlawful assembly was forty-one. | 
Convictions were had in three cases, in- | 


{COMMONS} 


im- | 
of these prosecutions. 
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volving thirty-five defendants, and the 
jury disagreed in one case, involving six 
defendants. The amount expended is 
estimated at £176, but accounts have 
not yet been vouched. The Attorney- 
General has not received, and is not 
entitled to receive, any fees in respect 
In the four cases 
referred to 117 jurors were ordered to 
stand by, but this number does not re- 
present 117 persons, as many jurors were 
ordered to stand by more than once. 


Irish Loan Funds. 

Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Ferma- 
nagh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he can say what is being done with the 
money collected by receivers appointed 
to various loan funds in Treland : whether 
the debenture-holders will soon get pay- 
ments out of the amount collected; and, 
if so, Can he say when, 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Loan Fund 
Board have as far as practicable author- 
ised the payment, by the receivers 
appointed by the Board, of dividends to 
the debenture-helders out of the money 
collected ; but owing to the fact that the 
Loan Fund Societies did not within six 
months from the passing of the Act of 
1900 sue the persons liable on notes, the 
collection of the outstanding loans is 
now suspended pending the passage 
through Parliament of the amending Bill 
introduced on the 15th of March last. 
Until that or a similar measure has been 
passed, the payment of the borrowers’ 
debts cannot be enforced, and as a conse- 
quence dividends cannot be paid to the 
de benture- holders. 


City of Galway Woollen Mills. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 
[beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that on July 12th 
last a communication was sent to the 
Board of Works by the City of Gal- 
way Woolien Manufacturing Company, 
Limited, calling attention to the accumu- 
lation of loose stones and rubbish ia the 
mill race, to the detriment of the com- 
pany’s mills; if so, what answer was 
sent by the Board of Works; whether a 
further communication was sent on July 
25th on the same subject by the Board 
of Works; and, if so, what reply was 
sent, and what action was taken. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The Board of 
Works have made arrangements to in- 
spect again the alleged obstruction, and 
have written to the compiny to state 
that the inspection will take place | 
shortly. 


Proposed Irish Telegraph Extensions. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): I 
bg to ask the Postmaster - (General 
whether any further steps have been 
taken to provide the largely-populated 
districts of Cloonagh and Aghnacliife | 
with a telograph sorvice. 


Taz POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhouzhton): 
The matter rests with the hon. Member 
himself. As I have informed him more 
than once, Tam willing to open telegraph 
offices at Cloonagh and Aghnacliffe if 
guarantees are given for those offices, 
A guarantee has been promised for 
Dring, and I am taking steps to have 
that guarantee executed, 


Ma. J.P. FARRELL: The objection is 
the Dring route. We are quite willing 
to give a guarantee if that is withdrawn. , 


Lorp STANLEY: I think the objec- 


tion is unreasonable. 


Status of Irish Sub-Postmasters. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: [beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General to state whether 
he is still of opinion that the sfutus of 
sub-pos masters in Ireland is not one 
calling for improvement; whether he 
can state why no salary for a clerk to 
such offices is allowed even when the 
members of the family discharge this | 
fice to the knowledge of the district 
surveyor; and will he now direct a full 
inquiry into the whole subject. 


Lorp STANLEY: Increased _ re- 
muneration has recently been granted to 
sib-po stmasters in Ireland and elsewhere, 
and [ am not of opinion thit there are 
suffiient groun|s for further improving 
ther pay. The salaries and commissions 
of suy-postmisters are calculated to 
cover the cost of the provision of the 
necessary s aff for the duties of the 
ptlice. 
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Irish Language in the Irish Post Office. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
steps will be taken to withdraw the 
Post Office regulation to the effect that 
parcels addressed in Irish cannot be 
received except there is also an English 
view of the fact that 
letters addressed wholly in Irish are 
received at the various post offices and 


delivered, 
Lorp STANLEY: I see no ground 
a] 


for altering the rulein question. Parcels, 
unlike letters, have to be handed in at a 


(Telephone Agreement). 


| post office, and it is reisonable that the 


opportunity should be taken of requiring 
the sender to give a translation of the 
address in English. If there is genuine 
difliculty on the part of the sender in 
furnishing a translation, the officer to 
whom a parcel is tendered may add it, 
if he can. 


Mr. THOMAS O’?DONNELL: For 
what reason is a distinction drawn 
between letters and parcels ¢ The former, 
if addressed in Trish, are delivered, the 
latter refused. 


Lorp STANLEY: Parcels have to be 
handed in over the counter. Both are 
delivered when the address is deciphered. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg toask the 
Kirst Lord of the Treisury whether he 
can inform the House of the present 
intention of the Government with rezacd 
to Friday next, in the event of the 
Appropriation Bill being introduced o. 
Tharsday. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or roe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Bautsour, Minchester, K.): It is not in 
my power to answer this Question until L 
see what progress is made by the House 
with the business of the 


session. 


necessary 


POSE OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREE- 
MENT). 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 

Report ,to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 271] 





951 Navy and Army 
EXTRADITION BILL {LORDS}. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 304.] 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1993-1. 

Motion made, and Qvestion put, 
“That this House will, To-morrow, re- 
solve itself into a Committee to consider 
the Savings and Deficiencies upoi; Navy 
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Erpenditure, 1903-4. 
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temporary sanction obtained from the 
Treasury by the Navy and Army De. 
partments to the Expenditure not pro- 
vided for in the Grants for that year, 
That the Appropriation Accounts for 
the Navy and Army Departments, which 
were presented upon the 20th dav of 
February last, be referred to the Com- 
mittee.” —(Mr. Vic'or Cavendish.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 





and Army Grants for 1905-4, and the| 122. (Division List No. 516.) 
AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagerce, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, Willian Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. F. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Griffith- 


Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJoseph. | 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
D oxford, Sir William Theodore 
D }xe, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Won.SirWilliam Hart 





Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison, (York) 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt. HnSirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Sir Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ mlets | 
Gore, Hon. 8; F. (Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thos. F. 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightsid » 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John{ Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 








| 
| 
| 
| 





Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham. 
Lees. Sir Elliot (Birkenhead 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.sS. 


Liddell, Henry 

Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt:Hn.Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsm vuth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Marks, Hurry Hananel 


| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


Maxwell, RtHn SirH.E.(Wigt’n 


| Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


| Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 


| Perey, Earl 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tankin, Sir James 





952 


the 
De. 
TO- 
ar, 
for 
ich 

of 
m- 


es 








953 New 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. EKdw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward. 'T. 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Rt. HnJ. Parker(Lanarks 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick | 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 


NEW BILLS. 


PURCHASE OF LAND BILL. 
“To provide for the purchase of land 
by local authorities,” presented by Mr. 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Moss, Samuel 
| Murnaghan, George 
| Murphy, John 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O'Dowd, John 

! O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, W,) 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbat, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson, Dr. E C (Monagh’nN 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 


; Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 


NOES, 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Higham, John Sharp 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Mooney, John J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 
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Warde, Colonel C. FE. 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 


Welby, SirCharlesG. E.(Notts.) 


| Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
| Wills, Sir Frederick (Bristol,N. 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


0’ Kelly,James( Roscommon, N- 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Parrott, William 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 
Seely,Maj. J.E. B.(Isleof Wight) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Nortnants.. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Young, Samuel 


THE Nors— 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. MacVeagh and Mr. 


Flavin. 


; supportéd by Mr. Cremer, 


Mr. Arthur Henderson, Mr. Higham, Mr. 


Mansfield, Mr. 


Richards, and Mr. Shackle- 


ton; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. 


[Bill 299.1 
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SECRETARIES OF STATE FOR TRADE 
AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL. 
“To make the Board of Trade and the 
Local Government Board Cffices o' a 
Secretary of State,” presented by Mr. 
Palfour; to be read a_ second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 


300. ] 


LORD WARDEN OF THE CINQUE PORTS 
3ILL. 

“To make’p:ovision with respect to the 
office of Lord Warden of the Cinque 
Por s,” presented by Mr. Secretary 
Akers- Dougl:s; supported by Mr. 
Cochrane; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be p inted. [Bill 301.] 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 

“To gant money for the purpose of 
certain local loans out of the Local Loans 
Fu d, and for other purposes rela ing to 
local Jeans,” 
Cavendish ; to be read a second time To- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 502.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

THe PRIME MINISTER ayxp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The Motion 
which I now have to make has been made 
at one period of the session or another for 
many years past; and it has usually been 
necessary for the Leader of the House to 


make an elaborate survey of the Bills | 


which he still hopes to pass into law. In 
moving this Resolution on July 3st I 
think | can compress all that 1 have to 
say in order to recommend the Resolu- 
tion to the House within the compass of 
a very few minutes indeed. That the 
time has come when the twelve o'clock 
rule should be suspended, will I im»gine, 
be denied by none. Indeed, though 
there have been examples when this 
Resolution has been proposed at a later 
period of the session, the more common 
practice has undoubtedly been to propose 
it somewhere about July 20th, ten days 
or a fortnight earlier than the moment 
which the Government think appropriate 
on the present occasion, 
I mean to reverse the 

mode of exposition in this 
because I would rather 


ordinary 
matter, 
enumerate 
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presented by Mr. Victor | 
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to the House what are the Bills and 
Resolutions which must absolutely be 
pas.ed before the close of the session, 
That session ought, in my judgment, 
as the House well knows, to be 
brought to an end in the course of next 
week; and before the end of next week 
we must pass the fcllowing Bills and the 
following Resolutions, which either deal 
with Bills or deal with one form or 
another of Supply. As regards Supply, 
we have an excess Vote for the Civil 
Service and one for the Navy, which 
ought to be passed at once in order to 
bring our proceedings in Supply to a 
‘conclusion. We have a Vote for a new 
iservice which under the Standing Order 
}must be introduced before the termina- 
| tion of Supply—a new service connected 
iwith the relief of distress in Treland. 
Then there are, in addition to these and 
to the ordinary Supply cf the year, two 
expenditure Resolutions connected with 
| the Navy and the Army. This isan annual 
| proceeding which always has to be carried 
|out before Supply is finished, and it isa 
| proceeding which has led, in my own 
| recollection, to a good many prolonged 
i sittings; and it is not for me to say 
whether the modern practice, under 
| which we discuss these matters at great 
| length, or the ancient practice of h ving 
|little or no discussion on them, is the 
| better, But, at any rate, they have to 
| be passed, with or without prolonged 
| discuss'on, 





| With regard to Bills, there is, of 

course, the Appropriation Bill itself; the 
| Naval Works Loan Bill, of which the 
‘Second Reading has been passed and the 
| Committee stage not touched; the Relief 
|of Distress (Ireland) Bill; the East India 
| Loan Railway Bill, which is absolutely 
necessary in order to enable the Govern- 
}ment of India effectually to carry on its 
isechemes in this branch of its work; the 
|Exptring Laws Continuance Bill; the 
| Public Works Loans Bill, and the Isle of 
| Man Customs Bill. There are, in addition 

to these Bills, and in addition to the 

Supply work, the Report of the Telephone 

Resolution, which was 

promised under a pledge given by the 
Postmaster-General with my full know- 
|ledge and consent. Tt is possible if and 

when these measures are passed to bring 
| the session to a close. 1 do not know, 


discussion on 
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and I do not think anyone can tell at 
present, what amount oi discussion the 
House will desire or insist on having in 
regard to these matters, which for the 
most part might be treated uncontro- 
versially, but which, no doubt, are cap- 
able of being treated controversially. 


There were some expressions which fell 
from persons of importance in this House 
to the effect that His Majesty’s Govyern- 
ment was not to be allowed to get through 
any business at all except by force majeure, 
by the actual weight of long discussion 
and majorities. Of course if that is 
true, and those counsels preva l, then the 
prospect of doing anything but the 
necessary business becomes extremely 
small. li, however, as [I venture to 
think, wiser counsels prevail, and if we 
are permitted to consider the phrases | 
have referred to as hasty phrases used in 
the heat of debate, without carrying with 
them any serious or vital consequences, 
then I should greatly hope that other 
measures besides those I have enumer- 
ated would pass this House. It is 
manifest that at this period of the 
session, and in the circumstances which 
I have briefly and  uncontroversiilly 
referred to, no measure which recetyes 
serious opposition from any quarter of 
the Hous: has any chance of passing into 
law. But I hope, and I may almost say 
I believe, that there are measures, some 
of them smalland wholly uncontroversial 
—such as the Cinque Ports Bill just 
introduced —which the House muy desire 
to pass. But in addition to smaller 
Measures Of that description there are, 
of course, larger measures on which, if 
the House is agreed, I think we might 
make not only substantial progress but 
actually come to a final conc usion. 
Whether that hope of mine will be fultilled 
depenis not upon me nor upon anything 
Tean do; it depends entirely upon the 
attitude of the House in general and of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite in particular. 
Iwill, therefore, say no more on that, 
coutenting myself with having told the 
House when it is that I think our labours 
should be brought to a conclusion and 
what are the measures absolutely neces- 
sary in order to obtain that result. 

Before sitting down I want to say 
one word on a part of the Resolution 
Which appears on the Notice Paper 
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now for the first time. It is that 
part which deals with the intro- 
duction of Bills under what is called the 
ten 1ainutes rule. So far as my recollec- 
tion serves me, no unofficial Member has 
ever introduced a measure under the ten 
minutes rule until the present session, It 
is a novelty, I do not express an opinion 
as to whether it is a desirable or an un- 
desirable novelty; but I will remind the 
House that this rule was introduced, not 
in order to give unofficial Members an 
opportunity which practically they did 
not before possess of making a speech on 
the First Reading of their Bills—it was 
introduced for a very different purpose, 
namely, that of enabling the Government 
to explain briefly any measure they desired 
to bring before the House, and to permit 
a brief comment upon that explanation, 
avoiding the prolonged debate which 
occasionally took place upon even secon d- 
rate Government bills, and was the ordi- 
nary practic: upo. first-class measures. 
The innovation introduced by that rule 
was, I think, a great advantage so far 
as Government Hills were concerned, 
Whether it isa usetul innovation if it is to 
be habitually used by any uno.ticial Mem- 
ber who wishes to explain his Bills, £ will 
not say; but at the present time of the 
sssion at which we have now arrived 
there is no possibility of any private 
Members’ Bills becoming law, or even 
making the smallest progress towards 
becoming law. No man whom | am 
addressing has the smallest doubt that 
every Bill mtroduced at the present 
time by an unofficial Member is desti ed 
to remuln at the stage of the First 
Yeading, and will not and cannot make 
the smallest further progress towards its 
tinal consummation, 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
What about Government Bilis ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
said that no Government Bill that 
receives serious opposition, other than 
those I have mentioned, can be pro- 
ceeded with. But if the hon. Gentleman 
meant that the Government ought not 
to introduce Bills under the ten minutes 
rule at this stage of the session, I hope 
that he will notice the excellent example 
which I venture to set just now when [| 
introduced a Bill) which I hive long 
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romised, without tiie siaiemeni which 
in different circumstances and earlier in 
the session I should have been very much 
tempted to make. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Willthe 


right hon. Gentlemin mention any other 
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Bill except the Cinque Ports Bill that he | 


hopes to pass ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will allow me to finish. 
I would remind the House that of 
coarse nothing in this rule prevents 
private unofficial Members from intro- 
ducing what measures they like. They 
may cover the Order Paper with their 
projects of legislation and have them 
printed at the public expense. 


An HON. MEMBER: We are equal 
to you. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Prior to you. You &:e no superior 
person, [‘* Order.’’] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: All that the 





addition to the rule provides is that, if | 


anv hon. Gentleman introduces a new 
project of leyislation, he will require to 
follow the example just set by the 
Government and introduce it without 
any preliminary explanation. It will be 
noticed that, if the so-called ten minutes 
rule was used to its full extent, it might 
be possible on any measure introduce | 
by an unofficial Member to have a ten 
minutes speech proposing the mevsure, 
another of ten minutes opposing it, and 
a division, which would last a quarter of 
an hour or twenty minutes; and forty 
minutes in that way might be exhausted 
on one measure alone. So much for the 
addendum to the Resolution. 


The hon. Member for Islington 
asked me just now to. give an 
ide. of what Bills I hoped to pass 
or expected to pass if there was time 
for them. I think the hon. Gentleman 
will feel that his request is rather an 
unreasonable one. I have already told 
the House that the amount of time 
which has to be spent on business which, 
in large measure at least, is not contro- 
versial, depends not upon me, but upon 
the House, and it is not until I have 
some conclusive indication of the course 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


| 
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of the House. 


Wiich the House desires to take in regard 

to the list of necessary measures which 
| I have read out, that I can offer the hon. 
Member, or anyone else, anything in the 
nature of a correct forecast of the business 
we shall be able to perform outside the 
relatively narrow limits of the necessary 
business which must be passed before the 
session comes to an end. With this 
brief, and, Ih pe, adequat explan ition 
[Cries of “No.” ] I beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, for the remainder of the session, 
Government Business be not interrupted, 
except at half-past Seven of the clock 
at an Afternoon Sitting, under the pro- 
visions of any Standing Order regu'ating 
the Sittings of the House, and may be 
entered upon at any hour though oppo ed; 
that at the conclusion of Government 
Business each day Mr. Speake* do adjourn 
the House without Question put, and that 
no Motions be made for leave to bring 
in Bills under Standing Order No. 11.” 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- 
man was quite right in what he said at 
the beginning of his remarks as to this 
being the usual time, in an ordinary 
session, for a Motion of this sort being 
made. ‘There has always been a little 
by-play as to the particular day sel. cted 
for the process. Some say it is too early; 
others that it is too late; but as a rule 
the House has been accustomed in past 
years for the most part to agree to it 
without much difficulty. The session is 
supposed to be practically over. The 
harvest of legislation has been accom- 
plished, and the wearied harvestmen are 
anxious, one and all, to take their harvest 
home, to go home carrying their sheaves 
with them. That is the usual situation. 
There are usually some measures which 
have been unfortunately, and to the 
regret of all, omitted; there has been no 
time to overtake them, and they are, to 
uss the common phrase, massacred. But 
Where are the innocents to-day? Not 
only are there no innoceits, but there 
are very few measures. ‘There never 
has been a more barren field than that 
which we see before us to-day. The 
Aliens Bill, a measure of first-class im- 
| portance according to hon. Gentlemen 
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opposite, also a measure capable of very | 
rapid transformations in the course of its | 
two years experience, has been practically 
saved by being sent into harbour in 
another place; but the Unemployed Bill, 
what of it ? 


The right hon. Gentleman has taken 
a course which I think was never taken 
before. He has stated certain pieces of 
business which must necessarily be got 
through before we rise, and then he says 
“It depends on how long you take 
in transacting that business whether 
we take anything more.” He has 
not even told us that, if there is 
any superfluous time, such a Bill or such 
Bills would be those that he would pass. 
Evidently he does not expect that there 
will be any time, and he knows that 
the measures which he could proceed 
with are of little value. Of course there 
are great measures—-the Unemployed 
Bill, which has been wrecked, [ presume ; 
the Scottish Education Bill, which I am 
afraid was dead a gocd many weeks ago ; 
and there may be one or two other useful 
Bills; but except those there is nothing 
to regret, nothing to mourn over, and 
nothing to look forward to if we find 
any time. Sir, we never were in such a 


situation in the course of anyone’s 
experience, 
jut oT think that not only is 


there this extraordinary barrenness of 
the session, butthere is another element 
in the case which goes deeper, and is, 
I think, more worthy of attention. 
What is the authority of the Government 
for asking us to allow ourselves to be 
worked overtime ¢ What is the authority 
of this Government to conduct the 
business of the House, whether it be 
before midnight or after midnight ? 
That is the primary question with which 
we are faced. What is the authority 
of the Government derived from? 
Is it from the country? Is it from the 
House? Or is it simply from a sense cof 
their own indispensable character? I wish 
we could get an Answer to this. The 
hon, Baronet who re; resents the Educa- 
tion Dc partment is our great authority 
on constitutional questions. 
quote again those words of his which 
have been so often quoted and with such 


irresistible effect ; butat the end of those | 


words he goes on to say that a Ministry 


{5L Juty 1905} 


I will not) 


of the House. 962 
in certain conditions, which he desciibes, 
and which are an actual picture of the 
conditions existing in this year of grace— 
a Ministry in that position ceases to be a 
Ministry and becomes a mere group of 
personages. I should like to ask one of 
the personages to tell us what their 
authority is. The fare provided for us 
this session is of quite a minor and trivial 
character. It has been so all along. 
The single aim of the Government, ap- 
parently, has been to devote all their 
ability, and, what has been more useful, 
all their agility, to staving off expulsion 
from office. 


Why is it we were 
to meet late and are now being 
invited to retire early? Why was there 
so much delay in proceeding with these 
Bills, which, out of respect for their 
comparative position, I will call the 
principal measures of the session? They 
would not have been the principal 
measures in any other session, but they 
occupy that position now. “Oh,” we 
are told, “the Opposition wasted so 
much time over the fiscal question.” 
Who introduced the fiscal question ? 
It was not the fault of the Opposition in 
any senge that the country has been 
distracted and the time of this House 
occupied by the fiscal question. The 
fiscal question was introduced by a 
member of the Government, the Colonial 
Secretary of the day, who, of course, 
would never introduce such a huge and 
all absorbing subject unless he had the 
full consent and approval of the Cabinet 
to which he belonged. It is they who 
have created the fiscal controversy at 
this moment and they must take the 
consequences. And when I ask why 


called upon 


‘there has been this delay, I think the 


answer is that it is because of this single 
pre-occupation of theirs, this single 
settled belief that, whether in action or 
in repose, whether advancing to the 
attack or fleeing away, present or absent, 
in a majority or in a minority, they are 
the men of destiny, and the country and 
the Empire would totter to their fall 
were it not fer their Titanie support. 
It is that which is the underlying sup- 
position of all we see going on now-a-days, 
{t is about the worst compliment which 
could be paid to the country. I am not 
‘ questioning for a moment—it would be 
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sacrilegious to do so—the merits of the 
Government. I merely ask what are 
their credentials? What is their right to 
be there ? How came they to be there ? 
I am not thinking of the more recently 
adopted members of the family, who, 
of course, are there on their merits, 
such as the Colonial Secretary and the 
Secretary of State for War, But 
what of the older and original mem- 
bers of the Government which took 
office in 18002 The Prime Minister, 
the Secretary of State for India, the Chicf 
Secretary for Ireland, the President of 
the Local Government Board—T think 
those are all that I can recall—they have 
the 1900 certificate. Most of the Gov- 
ernment then formed sits on the Back 
Benches, and those whose merits and 
claims probably conduced as much as if 
not more than many of their colleagues 
to win that victory, they are on the Back 
3enches. 

The Government took their 
election, which 
[ No, no!”] There was no seven years 
proscription then. he election was taken 


much sooner than it might have been be- | ; 
argument of the Government, when they 


| are pressed, generally is a warning against 


cause of the advantageous circumstances. 
It was taken also, which is ano her feather 
in their cap, on false pretences. 


Whet is my authority for that, my main 
authority 2 
observation, but I have something much 
better. At Blenheim on August 12th, 
1$01, there was, as we all remember, a 
great glorification. Perhaps if I ealled 
it a “ Maflickation”’ it would be a good 
description. The Prime Minister was 


there, but the hero of the day was the | 


What he said | 


then Colonial Secretary, 
was this— 

“This great question’”—which was the 
cutting down of the Irish representation— 
“was not before you at the last general 
election. Then it was the question of the war 
we have been waging in South Afriea which 
was the question ; which Party should conduct 
it to its conclusion, which Party should make 
the settlement, the satisfactory and final 
settlement, at its close. You know that our 
opponents tried to confuse the issue.” 


Since the wolf sat down with the lamb 
I know nothing better than that— 


“They were not allowed to do so. They 
had to light on that line whether they liked it 
or not, and they did not like it.” 


Sur I, Caumpbell-Bannerman, 
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place | 
on the Treasury Bench after the 1:00} 
was a snatch election. | 


It was | 
taken to carry out 2 definite and defined | 
policy limited by a great emergency. | 


I have my own powers of | 
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' We like still less the use which has 
| been made of it— 

“But the result has been such a mandate 
from the people of this country as has never 
been given before to any Government, so clear, 
so detined, or by such an enormous majority-- 
a mandate on which we are acting and on 
which we intend to act.” 

This alone is enough to show that some 
of these wasted and mischievous years 
have been years of usurpation. But the 
Government do not take that view. 
They take the election of 1900 «s all. 
sufficient for all purposes. We do not 
hear of a mandate of a definite kind, 
and they mike no account, of course, 
of any pessible number of by-elections; 
and yet there are indications that the 
| Government are not altogether easy in 
'their minds as to the terms on which 
| they stand with the country. 





There are one or two extraordinary 
| features in what is disclosed to us of their 
view of the question. For montlis past 
they have been putting it about that the 
next Government willcertainly net bea 
Unionist Government. For a Ministry to 
indulge in this kind of prophecy is an 
absolute novelty. The main defensive 


the dreadful kind of people who will 
succeed them ; but when men or Ministers 
abandon making claims on their own 
merits, and merely use the sort of 
argument to which I have referred, saying, 
| practically, we may be bad, but there are 
others who will be worse—[ MINISTERIAL 
cheers]—I am glad to tind Iso accurately 
/represent the views and main motive 
/principles of hon, Members opposite 
—when either Ministries or Parties are 
driven to this, they are at their last 
extremity. But then they have gone 
further. They have actually fallen into 
a habit of addressing us as if we had 
already been put in as official receivers, 
as if we were already in some way 
responsible for the government of the 
countzy. It is, “ What are you going to 
do?” They say, “ How are you going to 
unravel this knot or clear up this mess 
that we have made,” not ‘‘if you come 
in,” but “when you are in?” It has 
been carried to such a length that we 
have even in a premature way actually 
had a vote of confidence made against us 





by the hon. Member for Rochester. In 





pe ee Os ee ep ne ee a ee 


ie wh at Mie at ee a 





)64 


las 


ate 
ver 
ar, 
j—~ 


on 


ive 
ey 
ast 
vill 
ers 
wn 

of 
ng, 
ire 
‘AL 
aly 
ive 
ite 


ast 
ye 
ito 
ad 


TS, 





063 Business 


fact, we might be in apprehension any | 


day that some other hon. Member, 
exhausted by the 
of inventing blocking Motioas, might 
come down and move some Motion 
expressing detestation of the heinousness 
of our policy. 


This is all very new and very curious, 
but what it shows is this. They have 
realised, to a greater extent than they 
would like it to be knowa, perhaps, 
the fact that the country has ex- 
hausted its appreciation of their services. 
They are in a position, with which we 
are familiar in domestic affairs, of having 
had notice given them, and I do not 
know why they do not leave before their 
month is up. If we penetrate beneath 


the surface, I think we shall find that | 


this tenacity is the outcome of a solemn 
and settled conviction that if they are to 
go to the country d saster w.il overtake 
them. I do not hear any violent contra- 
diction of that assertion. It is a mere 
supposition on my part, but it is not 
objected to. Soloagas they can contrive 
to sit there and use this Assembly as a 
sanctuary and a rest-house the catas- 
trophe can at least be postponed, To 
avert it, of course, is beyond their hope. 
If they stay here, talk a little about 
Imperial defence, spend lots of money, 
and pass occasional votes of confidence 
in themselves, then they may still pass 
for a Government of some sort. They 
allege, [ believe, that they have still 
the confidence of this House. [*‘ Hear, 
hear!’? from the MiInrisrerrat  side.| 
Yes, “a sort of confidence’’ which can- 


not be in any way a substitute for’ 


constitutional representative authority ; 
and this confidence with which the 
Ministry is blessed is a kind for which 
the leaders have seldom in our history 
been thankful. So long as the Prime 
Minister leads them to the edge of 
the precipice and does not take them 
over, then he has their formal and 
unfailing support. But if it is any- 
thing else, whether redistribution or no 
redistribution, whether the loaded revol- 
ver or the unloaded revolver, whether 
free food or penal tariff-—-what do these 
things matter? There is nothing under 
thesun on which a shivering vote of 
confidence might not be obtained by a 


little dexterity. Defeat in this House . 


VOL. CL. [Fourts Sertes.] 
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was the test to which the Prime Minister 
appealed. Therefore, we attached un- 
usual importance, perhaps, to the event 
the other day on that account. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Will you quote ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
One of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
colleagues said it. Some influential 
person on that side in the immediate 
neighbourhood of the right hon. 
Gentleman said so, [Cries of “ Who ?’’| 
I am not sure that it was not a 
blood relation. [Cries of “Quote” 
and ‘‘Gerald.”? I do not think it ‘s 
necessary to quote; the passage has been 
quoted again and again. There is no 
ambiguity about the matter. But when 
a defeat in the House comes the right 
hon. Gentleman quotes a string of pre- 
cedents in which Governments have not 
heeded. Of course you can find any 
number of precedents; but when the 
right hon. Gentleman derived the greater 
number of them from Lord Melbourne’s 
Government I think that he must have 
been conscious of the character which 
that Government bore in respect of this 
very matter. But if appeals are made 
to precedents, where is the precedent of 
a Government that dares not defend in 
this House its own policy which is put in 
the forefront, of a Government which is 
driven to withdraw its forees bodily in 
order to avert defeat ? Such a Govern- 
ment is a beaten and discredited 
Government, and there is no room for it 
within the bounds of our Constitution. 


To sum up, whether you view their 
presence here in going on with the busi- 
ness and in moving the suspension of the 
twelve o’clock rule and so forth as if 
they were a real Government; whether 
you view them from the standpoint of 
the general election or the by-elections, 
or have regard to the fact that the 
country is exasperated by their retention 
of office; or whether you look at the 
tenure on which they ho!d office from 
this House, namely, that neither inci- 
dental defeats nor carefully - planned 
strategical withdrawals can effect their 
freehold, their moral authority has gone. 
And this is the Government which to-day 
asks us to express our willingness to give 
the whole twenty-four hoars of the day, 


2K 
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if necessary, in order to pass a few Bills 
for which nobody cares, not even the 
authors of them. Never, I trust, will 
any of us, even the most long-lived among 
us, see againso damaged and disqualified 
a Ministry treat with such insolent 
disregard at once the will of the country 
and the rights of Parliament. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Cloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the statement 
of the Prime Minister was of so extra- 
ordinary a description that, full and 
admirable as had been the comment by 
the Leader of the Opposition, there were 
other points which certainly ought to be 
alluded to. The Prime Minister had not 
told the House, according to unbroken 
practice—and the House had a right to 
demand, and would demand, a statement 
on this occasion—what were the measures 
he intended to proceed with in this 
session. It was only by inference that 
they were able to gather that such a 
measure as the Unemployed Bill was 
not to be proceeded with. Why? It 
was alleged by the Prime Minister that 
that was a measure to which he at- 
tributed supreme importance a_ short 
while ago. ‘That measure was being 
abandoned not on account of the ob- 
struction of business by the Opposition 
in that House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did not make that allegation. He 
was challenged on three occasions to 
say whether there had been any obstruc- 
tion by the Opposition, and on each 
occasion he had said the contrary. The 
right hon. Gentleman had alleged that 
the only time that was wasted was 
carly in the session, on a di cussion of 
the Aimy proposals of the Government. 
Why was time wasted on those proposals, 
if it was wasted? Those hon. Mr mbers 
who through the whole of the Army 
debates in the early part of the session 
had been interested spectators without 
taking part in them knew that time was 
rot wasted except in so far as it was 
wasted owing to the inability of the 
Government to state what their proposals 
were, a fact which, after the promises 
of last year, was certain to lead to 
waste of time, if it was wasted, in the 
Army debates. Nothing else had been 
alleged by the Prime Minister for the 
session being short in 


Su iH. Camplell-Bannerman, 
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There had been a total failure of the 


Government to legislate since their 
authority had been destroyed by 
the raising of the fiscal question without 
that question being brought to a solution 
in the proper way by a general election 
and by the people of the country. The 
total loss of authority by the Govern. 
ment was a great danger to the country, 
There were not only enormous arrears, a 
the Government themselves had admitted 
by the language they had used in regard 
to their own legislative programmes of 
the last two years, but great danger 
existed in the case of the Unemployed 
Bill by the mere. raising of the question 
and then dropping it—the raising of it in 
such a way as to excite hopes in the 
country in that class whose hopes were 
most easily excited and most easily dis- 
appointed. An hon. Member of the 
House the other day alluded in the gravest 
way to what might occur in the country 
if the Unemployed Bill were not passed. 
It was stated that it was a matter of 
urgency that this matter should be dealt 
with, and the Government, while disap- 
pointing the hopes which had been raised, 
had not accompanied the abandonment 
of the Bill by any reason for the 
determination to which they had come 
on the subject. 


There had been nothing said that 
day as to what should have been 
the main topic of the session, and which 
they were now told would be the main 
feature of a future session. What were 
called the Redistribution proposals were 
the first proposals in the short list in the 
King’s Speech. Personally, he did not 
think the present Government would be 
able to legislate on that subject. The 
only interesting thing about it was “ Who 
killed Cock Robin?” He said it was 
his hon. friend the Member for Waterford. 
He had the credit of being the execu 
tioner on that oceasion. Le himself was 
afraid from what members of the Goyern- 
ment had said that they looked forward 
to the resuscitation of this interesting 
animal in the course of next session. 
Personally, he believed the proposals 
were dead. These were the main pro- 


posals which the Government had 
stated that they intended to put 


before the House, and they had been 
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You 
withdrawn without any definite state- 
ment to the House in regard to the future 
intentions of the Government. This 
was a matter which, at all events, was of 
frst-class importance. He had alluded 
to the first, second, and third items of 
the programme of the Government. 
The Prime Minister that day, in speaking 
of what was called the ten minutes rule, 


told the House that it was made use of | 
secondary | 


for the introduction — of 
measures. The Aliens Bill was introduced 
under the ten minutes rule, and, there- 
fore, the only cne of the legislative pro- 
nosals of the Government which had a 
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use of as a stop-gap for Ascot week. 
This year the scandal had been even 
greater, because, notoriously, at no time 
had the Bill had any chance of passing, 
and yet on two occasions it had been used 
to waste time. Everybody engaged in 
those procedings was perfectly aware on 
both occasions that it was alla waste of 
time. Again, nearly all the B Ils dropped 
last vear were the Bills which this year 
had been dropped for the second time. 


| One of these was the Irish Labourers 


chance of passing into law—the only one | 
| establishment of a Min'stry of Commerce 


of the first nine items in the King’s 
Speech—was one which the Prime 


Minister himself looked upon as a measure | 


of secondary importance. That was 
their record. There had never been a 
session which had shown such legislative 
failure, 


There were measures abandoned 
which the Government had claimed to 
be essentially necessary and_ of 
mediate importance. The Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill, for instance, figured 
fifth in the King’s Speech this year, and 
it stood higher in the Speech from the 
Throne last year. That Bill was really 
urgently demanded by the whole of the 
labour world without any difference of 
opinion. He submitted, as he had done 
in regard to the Unemployed Bill, that 
it was a great danger to the country if 


it came to be felt that the House 
of Commons was unable to pass 
into law measures of first - class im- 
portance Which were put high up 


in the programme of the Government. 


But was the House of Commons unable | 
todo so if it were properly led ? Was it | 
the fault of the House of Commons? The | 


teal reason was the loss of authority of 
the Government since the fiscal question 
Was raised, and not any loss of power on 
the part of the House of Commons to 
legislate on subjects of this kind. The 
Scotch E lucation Bill merited that a word 
more be said. How hid that meisure 
been used before the House of Commons 2 
Last year when the Scotch Education 
Bill stood very high up in the list in the 
King’s Speech and had made more 
Progress than this vear, strong remarks 
Were made that that Bill had been made 


}and Industry. 


Bill, which was the subject of a positive 
pledge the year before last. Then, last 
year there wasa Bill mentionel which was 
brought forward again this year for the 


A day or two ago the 
Prime Minister, in answer to a Question, 
said thathe was going to redeem his pro- 
mise in regard to that Bill and the right 
hon. Gentleman had that day brought 
in a Bill which was of an entirely 


| different kind, and one unheard of before. 


im- | 





The Bill did not establish a Ministry 
of Commerce and Industry, but was a 
Bill to make the Board of Trade and the 
Local Government Board offices of a 
Secretary of State—for which a great 
deal was to be said. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the right hon, Gentleman had mis- 
described the Bill mentioned in the 
King’s Speech. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE said that the 
note he had of the King’s Speech was 
that the Bill was for the establishment 
of a Ministry of Commerce and Industry, 
but if he was wrong he apologised and 
would pot press the point. His case of 
waste of time was sufficiently strong 
without it. At the end of the list of 
nine Bills mentioned in the King’s 
Speech, there was one which interested 
his hon. friend nearhim. Year after vear 
the whole rating system of the country 
hid been condemned; and jthe Govern- 
ment had said that they were burning 


to deal with it. Every Party said it 
ought to be dealt with. But the Gov- 


ernment said they must first pass a 
Valuation Act as the first step in dealing 
with the rating question. Last year the 
Government placed such a Bill very high 
up in their programme and introduced 
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a Bill, but it was dropped. This year 
the subject had again been brought 
forward, but had again been abandoned 
without a struggle; in fact, the Bill had 
never been introduced at all. 
labour Bill passed last year was a sham ; 
and this year the only Bill claiming to be 
a labour Bill—the Aliens Bill—that had 
been passed by the House of Commons 
was also a sham measure. He did not 
know how far he would be in order in 
saying that those Bills which were killed 
last year and many of those introduced 
this year and abandoned without the 
slightest struggle, were also dead for 
next year as well; for it was an un- 
doubted fact that the Government had 
stated that the leading item in their 
programme for next year—if the Govern- 
ment did intend to meet the House at 
all next year—damaged, discredited, 
weak as they were to conduct legislation 
—was their Redistribution proposals. 
He need hardly say that it would be 
almost impossible to carry such a measure 
except at the sacrifice of almost all other 
Bills. And therefore these Bills were dead 
for next year to all intents and purposes. 


That was not a state of things which 
some Conservatives would regard as a 
state of things favourable to Conservative 
opinion in the country. Of course there 
were a few Conservatives in that House 
like the late Mr. James Lowther anda 
few noble Lords in another place who 
asked why Conservatives should desire 
such legislation? But that view could 
not be openly taken here or in the 
country. There were a few Conservative 
Members and even Conservative consti- 
tuencies who desired legislation, and the 
old high Tory view was dying out. The 
modern Conservative’s cry was that 
their Party was as well able to deal with 
measures for the benefit of the people as 
the Liberal Party. The Government did 
not present themselves as representing 
the Party which opposed legislation 
desired by the people; but they intro- 
duced measures and then abandoned 
them. The Government told the House 
and country that it was necessary to 
introduce legislation for the unemployed 
as it was required ; but without alleged 
obstruction against the Oppos:tion they 
said that unfortunate circumstances had 
o. curred which compelled them to with- 


ir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


| draw that proposed legislation. These 
| unfortunate circumstances were the weak- 


The only | 
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ness of the Government, and their in. 
ability to carry out their own measures, 
This proposed legislation was not of a 
reactionary character. The Government 
was strong enough—wrongfully, as the 
Opposition thought—to carry reactionary 
legislation into law. But now, when 
the proposed legislation would have been 
beneficent to the people, the Govern. 
ment had lost the strength to carry 
it. That he ventured to describe as 
essentially a revolutionary situation, 
‘The constituencies knew the evils under 
which they suffered; they knew the 
measures which they desired; but the 
Government this year and last year had 
to confess that it was impotent to pass 
it. The Government was _ impotent 
because they had lost that confidence, 
that spring of life which alone gave a 
Government a right to the continuance 
of its existence. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he wished, with clearness and 
brevity, to state to the House his 
reasons for objecting to the Motion of 
the Prime Minister. But before doing 
so, he wished to say a word or two with 
reference to the statement of the 
Prime Minister that afternoon. The 
right hon. Gentleman commenced by 
reminding the House that it had been 
the habit of the Leaders cf that House to 
make anelaborate survey of the legislation 
of the session which the Government had 
been able to accomplish in the time at 
theirdisposal. And the right hon. Gentle- 
man went onto say that he would not 
on this occasicn make that elaborate 
survey, but confine himself to a few words. 
He was not surprised at that; for how 
could the right hon. Gentleman, or any- 
one else, make an elaborate survey of the 
programme of legislation of the session 
when that would pass even the ingenuity 
of the right hon. Gentleman, There had 
been practically no legislation that session. 
He would not labour that point, which 
had been already put with suflicient clear- 
ness and great ability to the House. 


In the list of Bills which the right hon. 
Gentleman mentioned must be passed 
was The Relief of Distress (Ireland) 
Bill. Yuat was the only Bill dealing 
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with Ireland. Let him recall the facts.|in his reply to say something on the 
At the commencement of that session | question as to whether the Unemployed 
the Members of the Irish Party impressed | Bill had been actually abandoned or not. 
ee ss His reasons for obj ecting to the Motion 
dla “aa ia ak ee Gila ch of the right hon, Gentleman were two- 
Ireland and they were told that such fold. His first reason referred to Treland, 
ieislation would he inteoduced at an and the treatment of Ireland in that 

‘ge ei ag pir Sia An House during the present session; and 
early ? 7% his second reason was entirely higher and 


duced in the closing days of the : 5 
ct kes ete aie y Birt ax thal much wider and much more important 
Sess. . yas al > C 
than the first. So far as Ireland was 


Bill? Tt was in the nature of an Indem- concerned hon. Members must know well 
nity Bill, giving indemnity to certain that since the House met there had been 
local authorities for taking necessary absolutely no attempt at legislation. 
action in relief of acute prevailing dis- That was not due to the belief that there 
on. Sat wee at 6 Nn wish ~ was | were no great Irish problems awaiting 
aeoemary to pass With any definite solution, for everybody admitted that 
time; and as there were some matters there. were pleeky of susk teobleus 
which were gravely defective in the prin- | They existed, = doubt, in this baer a 
ciples on which the Government had | . if as in Ireland, but probably he would 
acted, and as these matters were con- |j,, forgiven if he looked at this matter 


nected with that problem of distress in| ; : : ; : 

ire! a! which a be di _ pfs from his own point of view, and, anxious 
2 C y , Ss SS S e ° 

— beeen s | as he was to see great reforms carried for 


Sate hott that hey had Detlt| Hogan, hs ana wan too 
— ‘ Oxe year, | them carried first for frelar . 
the Government of the day could give | — ger in to Fs agen pene 

eee " A great I ems ¥ , awi g 
2 = Se a opportunity | <olution in Ireland had not been touched, 
ee ee ee | and no attempt whatever had been made 
| t> deal with them. 





One other word with reference to) 
the programme of the Government. | What were these problems?  Not- 
He had listened with very great/ withstanding the fact that the great 
attention to the speech of the Tight |meamure of land reform was carried 
hon. Member for Forest of Dean}|in 1903, which he took leave to say 
in reference to the Unemployed Bill.| was yet destined to do an_ enor- 
The right hon. Baronet went on the|mous amount of good in Ireland, and 
supposition that that Bill had been aban-| which would remove, he believed, a 
doned by the Government, and he was | great many of the difficulties and bitter- 
justified in that, for the reason that the | nesses which existed between the two 
Prime Minister had omitted all mention | great classes in that country—notwith- 
of that Bill. He, himself, would like to | standing that it was universally admitted 
be clear on the point. Had or had not| that that Act in its working had 
that Bill been abandoned? He insisted | proved defective owing to mistakes 
on a definite Answer being given to that | which were made by that House—he 
(Juestion, because there was no sacrifice | might say entirely through ignorance and 
which the Irish Members of that House | not through malice, but nevertheless 
would not be willing to make in order to | they were mistakes—which made that 
secure that that Bill should be passed , Act inoperative in many of its most im- 
into law. The measure was demanded | portant respects, vet no attempt had 
by those who professed to have, and had, | j been made by the Government to deal 
the right to speak in the name of the | with the question by legislation. He 
people concerned. That being so, as he | did not think the Chief Secretary would 
had already said, there was no reason»ble | contradict that statement, because he 
sacrifice which the Irish Members would | would not venture to say that the little 
not make to enable the Labour Members | Land Bill which he had suggested a few 
to obtain a measure which they thought | days ago had anything of the character 
it worth their while taking. Therefore, | of the legislation of which he was speaking. 
he would like the right hon Gentleman | That was a Bill to enable landlords to 
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accept stock instead of cash in payment 
of the price of their property. The 
object which the right hon, Gentleman 
had in view was a most important one, 
viz., to remove the block in the working 


of the Act. No one denied the impor- 
tance of that object, although they 


differed as to the means proposed to 
achieve it. That was not what he meant 
when he said that it was necessary to 
have legislation to remedy the defects of 
the Land Act. 


At the present time large classes 
of the Irish people were shut out 
from the benefits of the Act, and 
they were just those classes of people 
who must be dealt with if the Land 
Act was to effect the appeasement 
and regeneration of that country. No 
attempt had been made, and no sugges- 
tion had been made that it could be 
dealt with by this Parliament. Take 
the labourers’ question. As the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean had said, this was a sub- 
ject upon which they had received the 
most distinct and unequivocal Parlia- 
mentary assurances. It was a question 


upon which everybody in Ireland 
was agreed. Landlords and _ tenant 


farmers and labourers were all agreed as 
to the essentials for a proper settlement 
of the Irish labourers’ question, and the 
late Chief Secretary had promised that 
it should be dealt with. Last year a 
very defective Bill was introduced 
to deal with this question, and in Grand 
Committee, after Amendments had been 
agreed to by all the Irish Members, the 
Rill was dropped by the Government, and 
this year no Bill at all had been pro- 
posed to deal with the question. 


There was a cage where the Irish Mem- | 


bers themselves attempted to legislate— 
he alluded to the Town Tenants Bill. 
The necessity of introducing some 
levislation to protect tenants’ improve- 
ments under proper limitations and 
conditions was admitted on both sides. 
A proposal to that effect was introduced 
as a private Bill in that House, it 
was passed by an overwhelming majority 
on its Second Reading, and was supported 
by hon. Members opposite as well as by 
the Nationalist Members. Even the 
Attorney-General for Ireland did not 
vote against the Second Reading, so 
Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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that Irish Members, including those who 
sat upon the Treesury Bench, either 
voted for the Bill or abstained from 
voting against it. That Bill went before 
a Grand Committes, and for ten week; 
it was obstructed before that Committee 
by hon. Members for English con 
stituencies and by members of the 
Government. Although that was a very 
modest and a very small measure. and 
extremely moderate, that was its fate. 
Not only did the Government refuse 
absolutely to deal with Irish problems 
when an attempt was made by private 
Members to deal with a question which 
had the support of all sections of opinion 
in Ireland, but the Bill was obstructed by 
English Members and defeated by the 
action of members of the Government 
sitting upon Grand Committees. He 
might go through all those problems 
which were waiting for settlement; he 
might recall the repeated pledges given 
by the Piime Minister upon University 
education in Ireland and the housing of 
the working classes in Ireland. There 
were on all sides in Ireland grievous and 
most urgent problems waiting for treat- 
ment, and that House from the commence- 
ment of the session down to the present 
moment had not devoted one single hour 
of time to any legislation dealing with 
those matters. 


How was the administration of 
Ireland treated? What had been 
their experience in regard to Supply? 
Supply was of the gravest importance 
to English Members in that House, but 
he respectfully submitted to them that 
the value of ample opportunities to them 
for discussion in Supply was not one-tenth 
as great as the value of such discussions 
must necessarily be to Ireland, because 


i Ireland was shut off from this country 


to a large extent. English Members 
knew little or nothing about the ad- 
ministraton of affairs in Lreland or how 
the money raised for Irish services was 
spent. The whole of this business was 
in the hands of a little knot of men in 
Dublin Castle who were entrenched 
there and were quite irresponsible so fat 
as public opinion in Treland was con- 
cerned. It was absolutely true that the 
public opinion of Ireland was powerless 
to alter one single jot of the policy of 
those gentlemen in Dublin Castle. There 
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they sat entrenched behind the ramparts | the total taxation had increased by 
of Dublin Castle, and the only possibility three or four millions a year. The whole 
which existed for Irishmen bringing a of that went in the increased cost of 
flood of light upon their work, or any | the most inefficient and the rottenest 
influence upon their policy, was by dis-| system of government which was to be 
cussion of Irish matters in that House. found in any country in Europe. The 
Although Irish discussions were not rivers of Ireland were undrained, her 
attended by very large numbers of railways were 50 per cent. more ex- 
English Members, nevertheless he valued | pensive than those in other countries, 
opportunities of discussing matters her harbours were falling to pieces, and 
affecting Irish administration. He had millions of acres of waste land were 
seen those opportunities dwindling year waiting reclamation, and yet nothing 
after year, until now it might be was done by the Government for the 
almost said that such opportunities did | promotion of the welfare of the people, 
not exist at all. although the population was steadily 
going down year by vear. He was not 
What had been their experience speaking of the additional cost of the 
that session, and what had been; war, but of the additional cost for 
their experience every session? Simply Irish services. Within the last ten or 
that the fringe of Irish Supply fifteen years millions had been added 
was scarcely touched in the debates in! to the cost of Irish government without 
that House. No less than twenty days the slightest benefit to Ireland, and 
were allotted for the Supply of the without the slightest benefit to this 
United Kingdom, but if the whole of country. Was that not a serious state 
those were devoted to Irish Supply they of things ? 
would not be too much. Out of the) 
twenty days only three were devoted to He thought English Members ought 
Irish matters, and in those three days to help them in _ endeavouring 
it was manifestly impossible to to get a searching examination in 
touch more than the fringe of Committee of Supply into these ques- 
those great questions which affected tions. Instead of doing that, what had 
Irish administration. Ireland was happened? An hon. friend of his had 
governed by about forty different called his attention to the figures for the 
boards, each one independent of the last two or three years. In 1903, only 
other and each spending money lavishly four subjects affecting Ireland were dis- 
out of the public purse, Every few years cussed in Supply, viz., the Board of 
anew board was created, and the latest Agriculture Vote, the Development 
was the Agricultural Board, which was Grant, the Vote for Criminal Prosecu- 
the most expensive of them all, and yet | tions, and the Vote for National Educa- 
in that House no opportunity was given to tion. The total amount of those Votes 
them of going into details to examine was £942,000, and there remained undis- 
the expenditure in order to see whether cussed for that year Estimates amount- 
it was excessive or not. ing to nearly £4,000,000, which were 
passed under the guillotine without a 
How great and serious for Ireland single word of discussion. Last year 
questions like these were might be they had the same experience; some- 
gathered from the fact that the cost where about £500,000 of the money 
of governing Ireland was double that expended was discussed and nearly 
of governing Belgium, and the cost | £4,000,000 remained undiscussed. It 
of governing Ireland had increased could not be put forward that the 
in amount by over £3,000,000 within a reason for this state of things was that 
comparatively short period of years. Irish Members had taken too long dis- 
Why was that? Many people imagined cussing that half million of money. 
that England was getting a great | Last year the Irish Estimates amounted 
benefit out of the amount of taxation | to £4,379,101, out of which they only 
raised in Treland, but it was nothing of | discussed Estimates to the amount of 
the kind. The Imperial contribution | £411,919. They discussed National 
of Ireland had not increased, although | Education, Board of Agriculture, Land 








979 


Commission “ A” Vote, the Chief Secre- 
tary’s Salary, Queen’s Colleges “ A” 
Vote, and the Equivalent Grant. All 
the rest were passed without discussion 
under the c!osure. Was it not natural, 
where the administration of all these 
bodies was put into the hands of a 
little ring of irresponsible men who were 
quite out of touch with the sentiments of 
the people, and where these vast sums 
of money Were never discussed—was it 
not natural that the charge for the 
Government of Ireland should go on 
year by year increasing, while the 
population of the ccuntry was steadily 
diminishing, and the efficiency of the 
Government was going down, 


Business 


He took the opportunity of pro- 
vesting against the way in which the 
Imperial Parliament managed Irish 
affairs, Nothing, in his judgment, would 
justify the Act of Union, but, at 
any rate, they would have been able 
to make a good and plausible plea 
before the world if they had been 
able to show, after a hundred years 
of that Act, that Ireland was well, 
reasonably, peacefully, and successfully 
governed; that the population was 
not diminishing, and that the taxation 
was not increasing; that the country 
was contented, and that the Government 
had the confidence of the country. 
Sut they could not say that. The 
exact opposite was the truth. The 
population was going down; the taxa- 
tin per head of the population was 
50 per cent. more than it was fifty years 
ago. They could not sav that the 
people were contented, and they had 
not got the confidence of ail classes of 
the community. There was only one 
section of men in Ireland who invariably 
supported the Government—the men who 
were the expectant place-hunters of the 
country. None of the business men in the 
great cities had any confidence in Dublin 
Castle government, and even the land- 
lords, despite the Land Act, could not give 
a vote of confidence to the present 
Government, Every class was profoundly 
dissatisfied with and divided from Castle 
rule by reason of the sentiments of the 
country, 


He ‘protested against the way Ire- 
land had been neglected that session. 


He objected to the House giving the 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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present Government any facility for any 
business. He agreed with the Leader of 
the Opposition that the Government had 
no authority to sit on that side of the 
House. The Prime Minister had alluded 
to words which he said had been used 
in the heat of debate with reference to 
this matter. He did not know to whom 
the Prime Minister referred, and he was 
not going to put on any Cap that the 
right hon. Gentleman might dangle 
before his eyes. But he would repeat 
what he had said the other day, that 
in his judgment the Opposition in 
the House would be justified in using 
every means at their disposal to prevent 
the possibility of the present Govern- 
ment continuing to hold the reins of 
office. He believed they had lost the 
confidence of the country, and they dared 
not challenge the confidence of the Howse 
of Commons except upon scme put-up 
Resolution upon some occasion selected 
by themselves. Whenever a vote of 
censure was proposed on the most vital 
issue of all, the fiscal policy, the Govern- 
ment ran away. They either moved the 
previous Question, as was the case in 
another place recently, or they abstained 
from coming into the House altogether, 
and left the Government Benches empty, 
with the result that two or three votes 
of censure had been carried against the 
Government and stood recorded on the 
Journals of the House. Therefore, he said 
that they had lost the confidence of the 
country and the House, and it was little 
short of a scandal that they should carry 
on the Government at all. He was 
recently reading with interest a speech 
made in 1884 by the late Lord Salisbury, 
who was at the time opposing a Liberal 
Government and a Redistribution Bill 
brought in by a Liberal Government. 
Lord Salisbury then said, and he would 
commend these words to the Prime 
Minister— 

“The House of Commons was elected upon 
issues that have passed away.” 

Was that, or was that not, true of the 
gentlemen now sitting on the Front 
Bench ? 

“Tts life has been nearly spent. It is the 
most servile House of Commons—servile to the 
Minister, servile to the canucus—that the 
Palace of Westminster has ever seen.” 

That also was nearly true of the present 
Government, because although they might 
linger out for a few months longer an 
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ignoble existence the House could con- 
gratulate itself that the end could not be 
far off— 

“We are denounced because we will not 
allow this House of Commons, so discredited — 
diseredited by every circumstance, discredited 
by every by-election that takes place— to settle 
upon an unsound, partisan, and inequitable 
basis the Constitution which we are appointed 
to protect . The Ministry profess to appeal 
to public opinion against the House of Lords, 
but what sort of public opinion is it ? They 
will not come to the constituencies, to the 
polling booths, wkere alone the publie opinion 
of Englishmen can be pronounced. They dare 
not do 80. They know that deluded hopes, 
broken promises, oceans of blood unnece ssarily 
shed, a weakened prestige of power abroad, a 
distracted Empire, a discontented [reland 
that all these will be brought up against them, 
and that an account will be demanded of them.” 


It was for reasons such as those that 
he opposed the Government; it was be- 
cause it Was discredited in the House and 
in the country; it was because the | 
continued existence of the Government 
was, in his judgment, an outrage on the 
Constitution that he declined to give 
them any facilities to carry on 
business; and because, in his opinion, 
the proper way to deal with the Govern- 
ment would be on a broad constitutional 
basis he said that the Government had 
no right to carry 


taken up by the Opposition he believed 
the Prime Minister would soon be forced 


to have recourse to the provisions of the 


Constitution and to ask irom the electors 
a verdict of © guilty” or “not guilty.” 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) | 
man the Leader 


said the right hon. Gentle 
of the Opposition spoke of the Govern- 
ment as harvestmen who might be ex- 


pected to return home carrying their 


Those words did 


sheaves with them. 
not lead those who represented labour 


in the House to anticipate any harvest 
for those whom they represented. All 
that they had hoped was that they might, 
field of legislation, be 
able to pick up a few ears of grain which 
the harvesters had left behind them, but 
from the statements made that day by 
moving his 
Resolution it would appear that even 


as gleaners in the 


the Prime Minister when 


that meagre hope was to be blighted. 


There were two Labour Bills mentioned 
Speech—the Workmen’s | that the unemployed problem was no 


in the King’s 
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on the government of | 
the country, and if this attitude was | Workmen’s 


of the House. 982 
Compensation Bill and the Unemployed 
Bill—to which not the slightest reference 
had been made by the Prime Minister. 
Probably when the session was over the 
Government would take credit for having 
passed a labour measure in the form of 
the Aliens Bill. But the workers of the 
country were not blind to the fact that, 
whatever else that Bill might be ex- 
pected to do, it was not expected to 
assist them in their struggle for better 
conditions. The one proviso suggested 
as a@ means for helping the working 
classes, namely, to declare blacklegs who 
were being brought in under contract to 
| be undesirable aliens, was defeated by 
all the power which the Government 
was able to comand. So far as he was 
able to judge from the speeches made 
by supporters of the Government, the 
| real object of the Bill was to protect the 
pockets of wealthy Jews who objected 
to having to contribute to the support of 
their poor compatriots who had come 
over, as they themselves came before 
them, either to seek refuge from perse- 
cution or to improve their conditions of 
life. That being so, labour representa- 
| tives had a right to ask why the Work- 
| men’s Compensation Bill and the Un- 
employed Bill had been dropped. The 
Compensation Bill was the 
product of a special Committee, and, 
| though there were points in it to which 
objections were taken, and omissions 
which ought to be remedied, it was not 
a highly controversial measure, and the 
differences which existed in regard to it 
could easily be adjusted if time were 
given for discussion. 





| 
| 


If it were true that the pecple 
}of Ireland had reason to _ protest 
| against neglect of their interests, it 


was a thousand-fold more true of the 
working people of England. A Supple- 
mentary Kstimate was now before the 
House providing a grant of £20,000 to 
relieve distress in [reland, but the Gov- 
ernment refused to contribute a single 
penny for the relief of distress in England, 
although it was by the votes of British 
working men that the Party opposite 
owed their return to this House. He 
desired specially to ask why the Unem- 
ployed Bill was not referred to by the 
Prime Minister. It was perfectly true 
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new one. The winter was approaching, 
when the unemployed difficulty would be 
more acute than it had been for some 
winters past. Already the amount of 
unemployment was increasing according 
to the Board of Trade Returns; the re- 
sources of the men out of work were ex- 
hausted; the public authorities were at 
their wits’ end as to what they should do 
to enable the unemployed to tide over 
their period of distress, and this Bill 
which was intended in some measure to 
enable the authorities to cope with that 
state of affairs was to be dropped. Why 
was not the Bill included amongst the 
measures which it was necessary to pass 
before the end of the session? With 
the Amendments proposed to be made 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board most of the objections urged 
on the Second Reading would have been 
removed. 


As far as he could make out, 
the reason why the Bill was not pressed 
forward was that a secton of the 
Government’s own supporters refused to 
allow the measure. to become law 
because it proposed to enable public 


authorities to provide honest work 
for honest men out of emp'oyment. 
The President of the Board of 


Trade might say that he proposed to take 
that clause out of the Bill, and thereby 
to facilitate its passage. But the right 
hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well that 
that particular clause was the one opera- 
tive provision of the Bill which made it 
of any value at all as a method of dealing 
with the unemployed difficulty, and that 
without the clause the Bill was not worth 
the paper upon which it was printed. 
Why had the Government yielded to the 
pressure of their rich supporters in this 
matter? Who were the men who had 
prevented the passage of this Bill? For 
tle most part they were either faddists 
who sacrificed the welfare and the life of 
the poor to a doctrine, or rich loafers, 
themselves dependent upon the working 
classes for the food they ate, the clothes 
they wore, and the houses they inhabited, 
but who refused to yieldeven a penny inthe 
pound of their income to assist the work- 
ing classes to tide over a period of distress. 
A charge of cowardice lay against the 
Government for having allowed itself to 
be bullied and intimidated by its rich 
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supporters into sacrificing the voiceless 
and helpless poor in the persons of the 
unemployed. He trusted that even yet 
the Government would refuse to sacrifice 
so important a measure. 


It was not as if the Bill affected 


only the convenience of a section 
of the community; it affected their 
very life and well-being. Hundreds 


of thousands of honourable decent men 
and women were regarding the coming 
winter with a feeling of apprehension 
which Members of that House could not 
understand or appreciate. Nota morning 
passed but the papers recorded the fact 
that some poor fellow, finding the struggle 
too hard, had preferred to end _ his life 
rather than face the coming winter. And 
yet this Government returned to protect 
the interests of the people turned a deaf 
ear to the pleadings of the poor at the 
bidding of the rich who subscribed to its 
funds. That kind of thing could not be 
done now-a-days with safety. Ireland re- 
ceivedattention toacertainextent because 
there were eighty-two Irish Members to 
voice her grievances and claim redress. 
If the Government desired to assist the 
spread of the Socialist movement in 
England it could not do it more effectively 
than by continuing to neglect and ignore 
social and labour questions and to despise 
the poor. The feelings of common 
humanity might surely have prompted 
the Government to make a firm stand 
against those who were seeking to wreck 
this measure. But if feelings of humanity 
did not weigh with them, considerations 
of political expediency might have 
warned them of the result of dropping 
a measure of this kind. For the first 
time in the modern history of British 
politics hopes had been aroused in the 
breasts of the unemployed that at length 
a Government had arisen with the courage 
to do something for them. But now, 
when they found that those hopes were 
being blasted and that this Government, 
like other Governments, was concerned 
only for the interests of the rich and the 
well-to-do, there would be produced a feel- 
ing not only of despair but of resentment, 
which without a shadow of doubt would 
find expression during the coming winter. 
The poor would not continue to suffer in 
silence ; they would take the Government 
at its word, and being ruled outside the 
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law they would behave as being outside 
the law. Who could blame or find fault 
with them for so doing ? 


He should oppose this Motion, not be- 
cause he was anxious todo so, but because 
he was prepared to support the Resolution 
and give the Government all the time it 
required if they could only have an 
understanding that part of that time 
would be used to put through the measure 
to which he was referring. He confessed 
he could not understand what the extreme 
urgency for winding up the session on 
August 11th was. He was in as much 
need of rest aS any hon. Member in the 
House, and he could appreciate rest as 
well as any of them, but when a House 
of Commons elected by the people had 
to choose between sacrificing its own 
pleasure and sacrificing the well-being of 
the poor, their own pleasure should give 
way in order that the interests of the 
poor might be attended to. He knew 
that in Scotland the grouse would be 
ready on the 12th. but the grouse could 
wait for a fortnight. He thought the 
Government should do its duty by the 
people of England before adjourning to 
slaughter innocent birds on the moors of 
Scotland. He asked, therefore, that the 
Government, even now, should give an 
undertaking that amongst the measures 
which would be sacrificed to meet the 
convenience of hon, Gentlemen opposite 
this Unemployed Bill should form an ex- 
ception, and that it should be a Bill not 
only providing that land might be hired 
for farm colonies, but also that the rates 
might be used to capitalise them, and 
thereby enable local authorities to provide 
honest work. What was the alternative / 
Demoralisation of the poor still more by 
charity and degrading thein by the work- 
house, and this was being done by those 
who professed to be the champions of the 
honour of England, and who claimed that 
they were keeping the present Govern- 
ment in office in order to uphold the 
dignity of England. He thought it was 
especially incumbent upon them, if they 
did not desire to be charged with{hypocrisy 
as well as cowardice, that their pledges 
to the people of England 
redeemed by legislation for the most 
helpless class of the community, namely, 
the men who were able and willing 
to work, but who were 
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opportunity of working through no fault 
of their own. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he thought the 
House had been much affected by the 
speech of the hon. Member who had just 
sat down in favour of this measure. The 
Leader of the Irish Party had also ex- 
pressed a desire that the Unemployed 
Bill might be taken this session. The 
Prime Minister had not told them what 
Bills he was going to proceed with; but he 
thought hon. Members on both sides of 
the House would be willing to sacrifice 
time in order that the Unemployed Bill, 
which was of the utmost importance, 
should have an opportunity of being dis- 
cussed and passed by the House this 
session. He agreed with almost every- 
thing which had fallen from the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil; he knew 
quite well the very serious position in 
which London and other parts of the 
country stood in regard to th’s most im- 
portant and most difficult measure. In 
regard to this question the Government 
had raised hopes which they ought 
not to have raised unless they intended 
to realise them; they had raised in the 
breasts of honest working men out of 
employment the expectation that this 
Bill, which was passed by such a large 
majority on its Second Reading, would 
be carried into law, and the Government 
ought to have done their utmost to fulfil 
the hopes which they had raised. 


He regretted very much that the 
Government had shown in this matter a 
very great lack of courage. In the first 


| place they ought to have retained their 


original Bill and carried it through at all 
risks. As far as the attitude of hon. 
Members on the Opposition side was con- 
cerned, as well as the attitude of three- 
fourths of hon. Members opposite, they 
had done their best from the beginning to 
treat this matter as a non-Party question. 
They had made no effort to obtain any 
political advantage from it, and they 
supported the Government because they 
believed that the introduction of this 
measure was an honest attempt to solve 
the most difficult of all problems. He 
deeply regretted that the Government 
had not seen their way to carry their 
original Bill, and to carry it more or less 
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introduced. They were not able to put 
the responsibility for not proceeding wiih 
the measure on any other shoulders than 
their own; hon. Members on both sides 
of the House had done their best: to assist 
them, and if the Government had allowed 


the original Bill to get into Committee, it | 


would have been carried by the House, 
and they would all have done their best 
to get it through. They had done their 
best toarrive at that consummation, and he 
very much regretted that even the emas- 
culated Bill, poor and feeble as it was, 
had not been allowed an opportunity of 
passing. He trusted that even in that 


respect he had misunderstood what had | 


fallen from the Prime Minister. For his 
own part he should like to see the House 
agree to the Third Reading of the Biil 
even if it contained merely the title of a 
Bill to deal with the unemployed ques- 
t on, because that would be something to 
place on the Statute-book, and even the 
emasculated Bill had some guod points, Its 
machinery was good, and in some direct ons 
there was power to use the rates to purchase 
or lease farm colonies. He agreed with his 
hon. friend that so far as dealing immedi- 
ately with the unemployed problem was 
concerned, unless the money came from 
public funds it would be of very little 
practical value. 


His hon, friend the Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil had spoken with great natural 
warmth with regard to the outlook for 
the future. He looked with the greatest 
possible anxiety te the coming winter. 
There was a great deal of distress last 
winter, and the present Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, who was then the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 
took a very considerable step forward in 
dealing with it. That was, however, only 
a temporary measure, and unless it was 
followed by legislation he was afraid the 
coming winter would be one of the most 
serious they had encountered for many 
years past. Last winter was bad, but 
the summer had been bad this year, and 
the men who might have recovered by 
better employment this summer had 
failed to do so, and therefore a larger 
number during the coming winter would 
be thrown entirely out of employment and 
they would have to be dealt with. Last 
winter very large sums of money were 
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employed, and no less than £100 000 was 
expended by the borough councils in 
addition to enormous sums spent by Poor 
Law guardians, It was not a question 
of saving the rates, but a question of 
putting on a proper basis a system under 
which these men, who in his opinion were 
entitled to have their cases considered, 
would have the money expended in 
providing work for them in a proper way 
instead of its being wasted or causing an 
increase in pauperism. If this ques- 
tion was not going to be settled, it 
should not have been raised at all, and 
if raised it ought to have been scttled. 
He was prepared to accept the criginal 
Bill, which would have been a very 
considerable step forward in the direction 
in which this great problem alone could 
be met. In spite of the almost unanimous 
support of that House, the Government 
were now offering them another Bill 
which was vastly inferior, but he hoped 
even at the eleventh hour they would be 
allowed to carry into law even the 
emasculated Bill, because he thought it 
would lay the foundation for something 
better. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said the 
request made by the Prime Minister that 
afternoon was admitted by hon. and 
right hon, Gentlemen on the Opposition 


side to be not an unreasonable cne 
or an unusual or improper request, 
having regard to the period of 
the session, and if he for one 


joined with those who would resist the 
request it was not because he thought 
the Motion was one which should not be 
made, but because he did not think the 


‘right hon. Gentleman was the proper 


person to make such a Motion at all. 
That, of ccurse, was a matter on which 
there would be difference of opinion 
between the two sides of the House. They 
had not heard much of the opinion 
which was entertained of this proposal 
upon the benches opposite. There had 
if he might say so, almost a 
conspiracy of silence. One might almost 
have thought that hon. Gentlemen oppo- 


| site were mutes celebrating the obsequies, 


: ’ : Mh? 
or approaching obsequies, of His Majesty s 


Government. 
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He did not think that any part 
of the House would doubt that the 
session through which they were passing 
had been extremely unsatisfactory and 
disappointing. It had been unsatisfac- 
tory and disappointing to the Opposition. 
They had tried to turn out the Govern- 
ment but had failed, or rather they 
had turned them out and they would not 
go, and that came to very much the 
same thing. It had been an unsatisfac- 
tory session to those who sat on the 
benches opposite. Looking back to the 
mnths of effort and inconvenience which 
they had passed through could they say 
that the results achieved had been satis- 
factory to them as a Party or to the 
House of Commons as an institution ? 
He believed it was true to say that in 
this session there had been less obstruc- 
tion than in almost any other session of 
the present Parliament; there had cer- 
tainly been more closure, and yet in 
spite of that double condition the output 
of legislation was unprecedently small. 
The session was the most barren, he 
believed, in modern history. What was 
the one Bill which the Government had 
passed? It was the Aliens 
measure which its own supporters 
characterised as a third-class measure in 


point of magnitude, and which its op- | 


ponents regarded as a third or fourth: 
class measure in point 
He did not think anyone would contend 
that the Aliens Bill was a 


which had gone wrong. 
Aliens Bill passed? It was introduced 
to the House of Commons in a tumbril. 
They began debating it on the steps of 
the scaffold, and before two days had 
passed in Committee they were hurried 
to the framework of the guillotine, 


This year they had been asked, as usual 
under the present dispensation, to pass 
Estimates as enormous in time of peace 
as had, except under this Government, 
ever been demanded by any British 
Government in time of war. And how 
had they passed the Estimates? By 
fallng back this year on an entirely 
nove) form of guillotine closure in 
Supply—a form which he did not think 
had been used at all in any preceding ses- 
sion, certainly not in any session in recent 


{31 Juny 1605} 


of quality. | 


serious | 
measure or a serious effort at legisla- | 
tion. It was a piece of electioncering | 
How was the | 


of the House. 990 


years. When they were dealing with 
Estimates of such enormous magnitude 
they had been denied the three extra 
days which it was customary to grant, 
and which they had every reason to 
expect. He did not wish to be un- 
necessarily controversial that afternoon, 
but he thought it was perfectly true to 
say that there had only been two 
instances of consideration shown by 
the Leader of the House to the House. 
| The first was when a night was given for 
the consideration of the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee. The second 
was that the Supply rule had, at any rate, 
been fairly worked by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and that the Opposition had 
been properly consulted in regard to the 
| various Votes they would like to have set 
down. Of course, the Supply rule was a 
matter which was personal to the right 
hon. Gentleman. He invented it, and it 
was possible that he would have greater 
respect for the working of his own 
arrangement than others who would 
follow him in future years. But certain 
he was that unless the rule was worked 
with fairness it would become intolerable. 





Bill—a | 


In all their discussions they had been 
disturbed and disquieted by a very bad 
habit into which the Government had 
fallen. They had been in the habit of 
raising all kinds of disquieting and 
/awkward questions involving grave 
issues, and then dropping those ques- 
tions the moment they were con- 
fronted with the smallest difficulty with 
regard to them. A responsible Govern- 
ment should never introduce proposals to 
the House of Commons unless it was 
earnestly prepared to make efforts and 
sac.ifices to carry those proposals 
into effect. Let the House look 
over the political field and see how 
strongly that contention might be 
/ borne out. ‘There was, of course, the 
fiscal question. On that hon. Gentlemen 
were possessed of enough information to 
enable them to form their own opinion. 
There was the question of Ireland. 
Immense issues had been raised in 
Ireland, and men’s minds were excited 
about them. All soris of new hopes 
had begun to develop. Our whole 
policy had been changed and reversed, 
and at the very moment when Irish 
opinion was perhaps more favourable 
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to this country than ever before, a 
measure of Redistribution specially and 
deliberately aimed in its character at 
Ireland alone was introduced. 


He asked the House to look at the Army 
and the other services which might be 
said to belong to the land services of the 
Crown. The Militia had been bound over 
to come up for judgment whencalled upon. 
The Volunteers had been disturbed from 
one end of the country to the other and 
no one was quite certain what it was in- 
tended to do with them, 
had been disturbed by enormous pro- 
posals of reform affecting every branch of 
the military service and absolutely re- 
volutionising its whole organisation, 
These pioposals had been laid before 
Parliament by the Secretary of State, 
but because some hostile criticism was 
directed upon them they had been with- 
drawn into obscurity, and the House did 
not really know at this moment what 
executive action the Government had in 
view in regard to the great forces of the 
Crown. There was the Redistribution pro- 
posal which affected at least 100 con- 
stituencies. Atleast 200 candidates were 
affected by that proposal. What did the 
Governmertdo? They tossed their pro- 
posalon the Table of the House to be left 
there until next session so that all the 
winter in.100 constituencies ali over the 
country Members and candidates would 
not know,and the workers and electors 
in those constituencies would not know, 
whether they were to be subjected 
to a Redistribution Bill or not. 


To-morrow they were to have a new 
proposal, They were to have a pro- 
posal for establishing a Minister of Com- 
merce. That was a proposal which, he 
believed, had been caustically described 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham as a proposal for 
calling the Board of Trade by another 
name. That was a project in which great 
interest had been excited in commercial 
centres all over the country. The Govern- 
ment would make some detached oration 
in its favour, but it would get no further. 
It would be one of the many plans 
adumbrated to the House, and then 
abandoned as soon as the smallest diffi- 
culty was experienced in carrying it into 
effect. 

Mr, Churchill, 
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What was the last question which 
had been recklessly raised? He 


did not think that the House could have 
failed to be struck with the impressive 
speech which had been made by the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil a little while 
ago. It was to the hon. Member a very 
serious matter and not at all an academic 
question when the winter was coming on, 
and when they were to have the certainty 
in the months which were to elapse 
before Parliament met again that hunger 
| would be in the streets, and that many 
deserving homes would be plunged in 
want. The machinery which the Govern- 
ment themselves had thought fit to pro- 
pose would not have been established in 
any degree too soon. He was amazed at 
the attitude taken up by the Prime 
Minister in regard to the Unemployed 
Bill. He had heard the right hon. 
Gentleman frequently say in the fiseal 
controversy that he was quite ready to 
be bound by his own speeches, but that 
he would not be bound by any opinion of 
those speeches expressed by other peopl, 
or any construction put upon his policy by 
other people. What did the right hon. 
Gentleman do in regard to the Unem- 
ployed Bill? The right hon. Gentleman 
the other day gave es the reason for not 
proceeding with the important and vital 
clause of the Bill, not that he had 
changed his mind on the principle of the 
clause, but that some Labour Memb:rs 
attached to it a certain meaning which 
he did not himself think it involved. It 
the Government really believed in their 
own principles, and in the merits of the 
propo-als they were making to Purlia- 
ment, their own convictions and pride for 
their schemes would prevent them from 
bringing them forward and then dropp‘ng 
them. When any inconvenience and 
difficulty arose they would be bound to 
make an effort to carry them into effect. 


When hon. Members complained in this 
House he was bound to say that the con- 
solation which was offered was very thin. 
They said the right hon. Gentleman 
trampled on the liberties of Tarliament, 
and they were invited to observe that he 
always did it in perfect taste. They said 
he was a Parliamentary dictator, and 
they were asked to remember he was also 
the arbiter of elegance. They said the 

| policy he placed before the country was 
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crude, foolish, and even vicious, and they 
were told it was always introduced in 
speeches in the most approved Parliamen- 
tary style. If at any time a declaration 
he made to the House appeared some- 
what lacking in clearness, vigour, or depth, 
they were always assured that at any rate 
no preparation had been wasted upon it, 
that the counsels he offered to Parlia- 
ment, and the arguments he submitted 
to the country were at any rate not the 
result of previous consideration, but 
arguments dictated on the spur of the 
moment to meet the accidents and 
exigencies of the hour. 


The great feature which they had to 
regard this afternoon was the amazing and 
surprising sterility of the session. How 
was it that the result of the session was 
absolutely nothing. The policy of tamper 
and retire, of fiddling with great questions 
and dropping them again, had no doubt 
disturbed their discussions, but that 
was not sufficient explanation. He 
thought mismanagement and want of 
forethought in regulating public business, 
especially at the commencement of the 
session, was also the explanation of the 
difficulties in which they had been in- 
volved. After all, these were only 
partial explanations. There was a more 
teal and serious 
difficulties they were now in. They had 
been working for the past two years 
in the shadow of a great unsettled 
controversy. He could very well  re- 
member his feelings two years ago 
when they were preparng, as now, to 
separate for the holidays. He asked 


hoa. Gentlemen opposite who bore 
that period in recollection whether 
there was not a very general— 


almost universal—impression that when 
they separated in 1903 they were never 
going to meet again in the present Parlia- 
ment? It was the opinion widely 
entertained throughout the country and 
in this House that this Parliament had 
done its work; that a great new issue 
had been raised, and that it should 
be brought to a decision in the only 
way possible— by the vote of the 
electorate. Nobody dreamt in those 
days that the right hon. Gentleman would 
carry on the Government of the country 
for other two whole sessions of Parlia- 
ment. 
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It seemed incredible after the break- 
up of the Cabinet in 1903 that in 
Angust, 1905, the right hon. Gentleman 
should be asking to suspend the twelve 
o'clock rule. The unexpected had 
happened; the impossible had been 
achieved. The opposing electoral armies 
which were advancing against each other 
had been arrested, petrified at the 
moment they were to begin the attack. 
The spell had lasted two whole years. 
They had faced eich other for two 
whole years with uplifted weapons— 
motionless. He did not grudge the 
right hon. Gentleman the congratu- 
lations he deserved for what was a 
mirvellous and wonderful feat of tenacity 
and cunning. But, after all, a victory 
was valuable only because of its fruits, 
and he searched his mind in vain for any 
advantage that had been gained by the 
right hon. Gentleman’s surprising efforts 
and extraordinary skill and ingenuity. 
He had heard it said that the Con- 
servative Party were fighting a battle 
against tim; and every year they had 
| to give away some valuable portion of 
| those rights of property which it was 
fees function to conserve. When the 
earth was no longer habitable, the balance 
| of their constitutional principles and 
| 
| 





the rights of property remaining unsur- 
rendered or unexpended would form the 
measure of their triumph. If that were 
so, there was one consolation which the 
right hon, Gentleman and his friends 
might nurse in their hearts. Whatever 
else had not been done, two precious 
years had been wasted. But the crisis 
had been delayed, not averted. These 
two years of delay had not united the 
Party opposite, or laid to rest the great 
disintegrating issue raised by the right 
hon, Gentleman the Member for West 
sirmingham, and another two years 
would not increase their hold on the 
affections or respect of the electorate. 





The House knew well that the 
tariff issue was still the supreme issue, 
the great dividing line between Parties. 
But a new issue —a constitutional 
issue, not less disastrous — had been 
added to the economic issue. Right hon. 
and hon, Gentlemen on those benches 
through their fault or misfortune had 
allowed it to be said of them that 
they were holding office when the country 
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had ceased to give them its confidence 
and support; and no charge could be 
more damaging to an Administration 
depending upon a popular franchise. 
And the divisions which the tariff con- 
troversy had raised were just as fierce, 
vexatious, and furious as they had ever 
been. Inevery constituency they were 
being fought out with growing bitterness 
and exacerbation. The truth was that the 
first Parliament of the King died a 
natural death two years ago, but an 
unnatural and uncanny interval had been 
interposed between its death and its dis- 
solution. They had been, as it were, in a 
trance, under the influence of a mesmerist. 


005 


He was reading the other day astory by 
Edgar Allan Poe, entitled, “The Facts in 
the case cf M. Valdemar’’—he wondered 
whether the Prime Minister had read 
that story, for if not it might repay his 
study. The point of the story which 
made it applicable to the present situation 
was that M. Valdemar was approaching 
the crisis of a fatal illness when he was 
placed in a mesmeric trance, in which 
state he continued above seven months 
—that was not, indeed, so long as the 
Government had continued in that state. 
It was uncertain whether death had 
or had not supervened, but while M. 
Valdemar was in that state he retained 
the power of making certain feeble and 
erratic motions with his limbs, and even 
of answering in a stertorous and obscure 
manner questions which were put to him 
under the influence of mesmerism. 
[MrnistTERIAL cries of “Oh!”] At length 
the time came when it was necessary to 
awaken him. He did net intend to 
inflict on the House the grim and morbid 
details with which that awakening was 
described, but he commended the 
whole story to the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite and his colleagues for their 
reading in the holidays. It might be 
found a source of instruction and profit. 
They were coming to the end of the period 
of trance, and he presumed that if they 
were to meet again in this House for the 
resumption of business the session would 
not be a very lengthy one. 


In making the Motion to suspend 
the twelve o’clock rule, the Prime 
Minister had not alleged that the 
Opposition had been guilty 
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struction—indeed, he believed there 
had been less obstruction this session 
than in any other. The right hon. 
Gentleman had not the right to parade 
any superior virtue in regard to obstruc- 
tion. Everyone knew that the Prime 
Minister himself, when a member of the 
Fourth Party, indulged in flagrant forms 
of obstruction for a very considerable 
period. But it should be remembered 
| that Mr. Gladstone defined obstruction as 
| an attempt to influence the opinion of 
the House otherwise than by argument 
—it began when argument had fiuiled, 
The history of obstruction began under 
Mr. Biggar and Mr. Parnell only after the 
| constitutional agitation of Mr. Butt had 


| failed. 


| 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The origin 
jand history of obstruction is rather 


| remote fromthe Motion before the House. 





Mr. CHURCHILL said he would not 
dwell on the historic aspect any more; 
but he was entitled to trace the origin of 
| the vicious and dangerous position in 
| which they stood. The duel between 
closure and obstruction was like that 
between guns and armour. No sooner 
had they discovered a new method by 
which a private Member could make a 
speech in introducing a Bill than the 
Prime Minister came down with a pro- 
posal to prohibit it. Every discovery 
which was made by the Opposition in 
procedure was followed by a counter 
movement by the Government; and 
every closure was followed by a more 
desperate resistance. And so they went 
| on in a vicious circle. And so they were 
compelled to ask themselves whether 
there was not a juster and saner method 
of adjusting their differences and preserv- 
ing the privileges of the House. The 
Government had used the power of their 
majority against their political opponents 
as it had not often been used in this 
House. He spoke with an experience 
which was not given to all, for he had 
crossed the floor of the House, and he 
told hon, Members opposite that until 
they crossed the floor they would never 
know how powerless a minority was, tied 
and fettered under the new rules of 
procedure. Until argument was re 
instated in some position of respect 
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in the House there would never be an | 


end of obstruction. 


But the Motion of the Prime 
Minister would have been inevitable 
even if there were no question of 


obstruction. The House was crushed 
by the enormous amount of business 
which was placed upon its shoulders. 
It had no longer the power to discuss 
questions of great interest at the time 
they occupied public attention. The 
dispute between the Viceroy of India 
and Lord Kitchener raised an issue of 
supreme importance as between military 
and civil Government, and as between 
Great Britain and her great Indian 
dependency; and yet not even an hour 
for its discussion could be cbtained 
under the procedure of the House. It 
was only by the two-fold process of the 
devolution of business to local, pro- 
vincial, or national assemblies, and the 
delegation of financial affairs to properly- 
constituted Committees upstairs that 
the arena of the House could be cleared 
for the discussion of questions worthy of 
so great an Assembly, and that the 
British Parliament would be enabled 
once again to guide the thought of the 
modern world. 
easily he led into exaggerating the de- 


cline and decay of the House of 
Commons. 

No doubt they were — suffering 
from a period of depression; no 
doubt they were threatened with 


dangers from without and with dangers 
from within, and of those dangers from 
within the Prime Minister should be able 
to speak with more authority than any- 
body else; but British institutions had 
a knack of surviving many vicissitudes, 
There was a tide in these matters which 
ebbed and flowed. It was now at the 
ebb and they were in the slack watcr 
which preceded the return of the flood. 
Aiter all, no one could contend that the 
House of Commons, even paralysed and 
fettered as it was, was as prostrate as 
when constituencies could be bought 


But they might very | 
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Parliament, elected by the representatives 


of the House. 


of a sobered people, the House of Com- 


ito the 


mons might once again obtain its old and 
rightful position in public transactions 
and in popular regard; and would, perhaps, 
under more favourable circumstances, be 
able to devote itself to the considerations 
of some of those larger issues to which 
he had been allowed to refer. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he should not like the 
debate to close without seizing the oppor- 
tunity of saying a word or two. For 
clo e on twenty years he had had the 
honour of listening to similar s»eeches to 
that which had been delivered by the 
Prime Minister, both from that right hon. 
Gentleman and from previous occupiers 
ot his office, and he confessed that, in 
common with many of his colleagues, he 
listened with some considerable surprise 
statement made by _ the 
Prime Minister, and he was particularly 
surprised at the omissions in the 
speech which he had delivered that 
afternoon. It had been the practice of 
previous Leaders of the House, when 
they had reached that period of the 
session, and when it was necessary 
to appeal for the whole time of the 
House to be given to the Government, 
to deal frankly and honestly with the 
House both with regard to the measures 
which they expected to carry and the 
measures which they had no hope of 
carrying. There were two very important 
omissions in the statement made by the 
Prime Minister, viz., with regard to the 
Unemployed Bill and the Bill to amend the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. Those 
were two measures to which, whatever the 
House might think of them, the working 
classes outside attached very consider- 
able importance indeed; and for his 
part he could not think but that there 


| was some design and intention in the 


by wealthy men in the market, end | 


when Members could be bought in the 
lobby. They had survived that; they 
would also survive the affable tvranny of 
the right hon. Gentleman. A single heave 
of the national shoulders would be sufti- 


mind of the Prime Minister in leaving 
out of his statement all references to 
those two questions. 


Let the House remember where they 


| stood with reference to the Unemployed 


Bill. Special prominence and importance 
was given to the question in the Gracious 
Speech from the Throne at the 
commencement of the session. More 


cient to rid them of that, and in the new , attention was given to that one question 
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than to any other project of legislation 
named in the King’s Speech, for the 
following were the words which were put 
into the mouth of His Majesty— 

‘‘Thave noticed with profound regret and 
sympathy the abnormal distress which has 
been caused by the want of employment 
during the present winter.” 


The speech called attention to the 
fact that temporary provisions had 
been made for tiding over the difficulties 
of last winter, and special legislation 
was promised fordealing with the question. 
In consequence of the prominence which 
was given to that project of legislation in 
the King’s Speech, the hopes of the 
unemployed and those who were respon- 
sible for guiding and directing labour 
organisations were considerably excited. 
They naturally expected that some 
project of legislation would be introduced 
dealing with the question which, if not 
altogether satisfactory, would certainly 
carry them some distance on the way 
they desired to go. It could not be 
contended, after the prominence given 
to the subject in the King’s Speech, that 
it was a mere Departmental question ; 
they could not come to any other con- 
clusion than that it was a matter of 
Supreme importance, considered by the 
Cabinet asa whole and to which they 
had given their consent. Consequently 
legislation was proposed on their own 
initiative. It was a Bill proposed by the 
Government and over which the Govern- 
ment had absolute and complete control 
in regulating all its provisions. Who 
was responsible for its withdrawal ? 
Certainly not those who sat on the 
Opposition Benches and least of all those 
who spoke directly in the name of labour. 
They supported the Government in 
reading the Bill a second time, and the 
responsibility for the withdrawal of the 
Bill rested absolutely on the shoulders 
of the Government and their supporters. 


It was not enough for the Prime 
Minister to say that certain Members 
of the House who claimed to speak 
directly in the interests of labour 
had read into his original Bill a mean- 
ing which he and _ his Government 
had never intended; he must stand or 
fall by the provisions of his own Bill, 
for he must have considered what was 
the effect of his policygas embodied in 


Mr, Fenwich, 
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He could not shelter himself 


the Bill. 
behind certain statements alleged to 
have been made by Members of the 
House or by persons who had influence 
with the unemployed outside. He felt 
that they had some ground of complaint 
against the Prime Minister and the 
Government for the absolute omission 
of any reference either of an intention 
of going on with the new Bill or with 
the original Bill. In his judgment the 
original Bill was not a satisfactory one, 
but they were prepared to accept it so 
far as it went, and were quite prepared 
to give it a fair trial so that they might 
be able to gather some experience from 
the working of the Act to guide them 
on future occasions. Therefore, the re- 
sponsibility for not carrying through 
the Bill rested not with the Liberal 
Opposition but the Government itself. 


He pointed out that the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill had found for two 
sessions a place in the King’s Speech, 
vet nothing had been done. When 
those who had been twelve vears in that 
House recollected what happened to the 
Bill introduced by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife, they 
certainly had reason to complain of the 
inaction of the Government on this occa- 
sion. An appeal was then made bv the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham, 
and supported by the right hon, Gentle- 
man the present Prime Minister. to settle 
once and for all whether it would not be 
better to provide compensation for every 
workman for every accident. and they 
carried an Amendment in another place 
which defeated the Bill. When they had 
the opportunity what did they do ? They 
passed a Workmen’s Compensation Bill 
which provided for less than one half of 
the workers. It was true, when faced by 
the Election of 1900, they passed a Bill 
which brought the agricultural labourer 
within the Compensation Act. Since then 
the late Colonial Secretary had denounced 
every Labour Member in the House 
for having hindered and opposed the 
passing of the Act of 1897, when all 
their efforts had, on the contrary, 
been directed to improving the Bill 
and extending its operations. There were 
4,000,000 or 5,000,000 workmen who 
would be affected by the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill which was now before 
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the House, and they were certainly much 
more deeply interested in the measure 
than inthe Aliens Bill. They were closely 


associated with large bodies of workmen | 


outside the House, who had just reason 
to express their regret that no mention 
had been made by the Prime Minister 
that night in regard to this question. He 
hoped no attempt would now be made 


either by the right hon. Member for | 


West Birmingham or anybody else to 


put the responsibility for not passing | 


these measures this session upon the 
Labour Members. 


Str HENRY FOWLER 
hampton, E.) said the Prime Minister’s 
scheme, which th» Hous» accepted some 
years ago, for dealing with Supply had 
admittedly broken down. The control 
of the House over Supply was going, he 
might almost say had practically gone. 
The most useful instrument ever placed 
inthe hands of the House for the con- 
trol of Governments, namely, the control 
of Supply, was fast passing away from 
the House. The position this year was 
absolutely unprecedented. There had 
never been anything like it in the history 
of the finance of this country. 


The number of Votes to be passed for 
all services was 150, and at this moment 
only seventeen had been taken. There 
were 133 Votes—though some had been 
partially discussed—remaining to be 
dealt with. That could not be said to 
be a satisfactory state of Supply. The 
entire sum to be voted was £111,250,000. 
The House had voted £60,500,000, and 
in that Vote was included the very heavy 
Vote on account, which was over 
£20,000,000, and on which only one sub- 
ject was discussed. Therefore practic- 
ally there remained £72,250,000 which 
would be voted without investigation 
or discussion under the existing rules, 


Of the twenty days allotted to Supply, | 


the greater portion had been given to 
the Army and the Navy. In the Civil 


Service Estimates, Class 1, three Votes | 


had been agreed to, twelve still remaining 
In Class 2, which this year was a very 
important one, because upon it the 
Prime Minister made his statement on 
Imperial defence, three only had been 
agreed to, and thirty-seven remaine | 
to be dealt with. In these thirty-seven 
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| were included the whole administrative 
‘functions of the Government. In Class 
| 3, law and justice, one Vote had been 
agreed to, and only one. The whole 
administration, legal an1 judicial, which 
deserved and demanded the immediate 
attention of the House—all that was 
absolutely to be ruled out. With educa- 
tion practically nothing had been done. 
For the foreign and colonial services not 
| a single Vote had been agreed to; in the 
non-effective class no Vote had been 
_agreed to; miscellaneous, no Vote had 
been agreed to: and in the Inland 
| Revenue no Vote hai been agreed to. 
The figures had only to be stated to 
show to what a state our financial 
system was being reduced, The control of 
the House had vone, and gone altogether. 
And this vear differel from every other 
preceding year in the administration of 
the Prime Minister in this extraordinary 
feature, that he had deprived the House 
of the additional three days it hid always 
had before for Supply. 


If he remembered aright, when 
these rules were under discussion 
an Amendment was proposed to give 
‘twenty-five days for the discussion 
Supply, and the right hon. Gentleman 
resisted that Amendment on the ground 
that practically the twenty-three days 
that would be granted would be amply 
sufficient to deal with the Votes brought 
before the House, but the right hon. 
Gentleman now took away the three 
days usually given. He thought that 
the system of fixing a certain number of 
days was a wise one, but it had not 
been carried out. The Government had 
no responsibility to the House; they had 
no familiarity with the pressure of 
certain Votes over other Votes, and did 
not know the peculiar circumstances of 
each case. The right hon. Gentleman 
ought to have accompanied the reform 
with the allocation of days to the dis- 
cussion of certain Votes, so as to give 
full and fair discussion. The House 
would not in that case resent the closure 
being moved when the time limit was 
reached on any specific Vote; but it 
certainly resented the voting of between 
seventy and eighty millions of money 
without any discussion, thereby putting 
|the expenditure of the country into the 
hands of the Executive without a check. 


2L2 
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In earlier days the power in Committee 
of Supply was the dread of discussion 
in the House, but now arrangements had 
only to be made to bring the Vote under 
the closure rule and there was no dis- 
cussion whatever. He did not impute 
that this was done intentionally, but 
it was the natural instinct of self-preser- 
vation to avoid any serious risk. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out 
that the business in Supply was generally 
arranged to suit the Opposition. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said that there 
were many Classes of Votes which were 
never put down for discussion at all, and 
his contention was that if the Government 
were to limit opportunities they must 
have a controlling power to apportion 
time. The system was not only in- 
complete, but it was growing worse and 
worse. He thought that the present 
position of the House in respect of 
expenditure was a very dangerous one. 
The House had lost its control of finance, 
with the result thit there would be 
extravagance and loss of that contro] of 


policy and administration which the 
Constitution intended it should have, 
and which ought to be exercised 


coustantly in all Departments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The discussion 
has ranged over a wider field than I ever 
remember to have been the case before. 
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| 
| 
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Hon. Members have dealt with the history | 


of the country in the 17th, 18th, and 
19th centuries, and they have surveyed 
the fortunes of Parties and the causes 
which induced the rise and fall of 
Administrations. Some hon. Members 
have also indulged in a good deal of 
prophecy as to what this country is to be 
in the future, and others have spent 
themselves in dealing with a criticism of 
the past, which may be well or ill-founded, 
but which has very little to do with the 
suspension of the twelve o’clock rule. 


The right hon. Gentleman has just 
made a suggestion as to the reform of the 
Supply rule. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s remedy is to make what is called 
‘the gag” far more elaborate than it is 
now; for it would take away from the 
present system that elasticity which it 
certainly possesses, and which I| think 
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would be ill-sacrificed for some such 
elaborate arrangement of Supply business 
as he foreshadows. The right hon. 
Gentleman makes the admission for the 
first time on behalf of his Party that the 
number of days in Supply must be a 
limited number. I entirely agree with 
him. Iam convinced that the more the 
subject is studied the more certain that 
proposition will seem. He also says that 
we ought not to leave the arrangement 
of Supply to the Opposition, and that we 
ought in advance to settle what Votes are 
to be taken with discussion and what 
Votes without discussion, as well as the 
amount of time to be divided among the 
various Votes submitted. I do not think 
that this would be an improvement on 
the present system. However anxious 
the Opposition of the day might be to 
deal with certain questions, if before the 
session began that particular Vote had 
been put in the category of Votes which 
were to be closured at the end of the 
session or which had been given a very 
few hours for discussion, it seems to me 
that the opportunities to criticise the 
Government would not be improved, but 
would be greatly deteriorated, and we 
should be far worse off, as far as the 
criticism of the Executive is concerned, 
than we are at the present moment. 
If and when the Party of which the 
right hon. Gentleman is so distin- 
guished a member, have to deal with 
the rules of the House we shall see 
whether their views in _ Office 
different from their views in Opposition. 
and how far they will venture to modify 
the rules which were proposed and carriel 
a few years ago. 


are 


I have not much to say about the 
speech of the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, because obviously that speech had 
nothing to do with the twelve o’clock 
rule. It was a speech which, I presume, 
the right hon. Gentleman intended to 
make on some other occasion, as, for ex- 
ample, when we were discussing the con- 
stitutional question last week as to 
whether or not it was in accordance with 
practice four a Government to resign on 
such a division as took place last week. 
The right hon. Gentleman examined @ 
number of constitutional topics, which 
might have been appropriate then, but 
which are wholly, I venture to think, 
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inippropriate to the debate we are now 
dealing with. 


The same remark applies to the Mem- 
ber for Oldham, to whom we owea great 
deal of constitutional wisdom, a great 
many prophecies as to the future of 
the present Government, and a great 
many metaphors dealing with the past 
history of the Government, to all of 


which I listened with interest and re- 
spect. There is one thing, however, 


which the hon, Member torgot in the 
course of his historical investigations, 
and that was that the accusations which 
he has levelled against the present Gov- 
ernment are really the familiar common- 
plices of political controversy, be they 
good or bad. When he says that the 
accusation of unduly clinging to office is 
one proof exceptionally damaging to the 
present Government he perhaps forgets 
that this accusation has been levelled 
against every Administration as far back 
as 1 remember—certainly against every 
Administration that has held office in 
my time—and every Administration of 
which ! have ever read. If he will cast 
his mind back over the periodic revolu- 
tions which go on in the history of this 
or other constitutional Governments and 
the changing popularity of Parties accord- 
ing to the movement of public opinion, 
he will see that there is nothing abnormal 
in the existing state of things and that 
this Government is open to no charge to 
which other Governments are not equally 
open. The present debate gave con- 
elusive proof of it, because I think that 
almost the only observation from the 
other side of the House which called 
forth some apparent enthusiasm was the 
extract read by the hon. Member for 
Waterford from a speech delivered 
by Lord Salisbury. In that speech 
very much the same things were 
said—I will not say very much in 
the same manner—of Mr. Gladstone’s 
(tovernment one and a-half years before 
he resigned as hon, Members have been 
sayig on this oceasion. 


There has been one set of Questions put 
to me which in my judgment is far more 
germane to the debate than the generali- 
ties in which the Leader of the Opposition 
and others have been indulging. Those 
were Questions asked by the hon. Member 
jor Northumberland, by the right hon. 
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Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, and by others. They related to 
the Unemployed Bill, and I have been 
asked why I did not mention the Unem- 
ployed and other Bills in making the 
statement with which the debate began. 
The reason is surely obvious. The 
Opposition may object to the general 
plan which I have laid down for the 
session. They may think that the limits 
put to the session are too narrow; but, 
granting that it is in the general interests 
of the proper conduct of business in the 
House that we should endeavour to con- 
clude it at the end of next week, the way 
in which the time is to be allocated must 
depend, not on me or on the views of 
those who support the Government, but 
on the expenditure of time which hon. 
Members choose to make with regard to 
those Bills and Resolutions which are 
absolutely necessary in order to bring 
our work to aclose. How can I forecast 
the expenditure of time which these 
measures and Resolutions will require ? 


oj the House. 


The hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford said that he and his Party would” 
make sacrifices to enable the Unemployed 
Bill to be passed. Ido not know whether 
he referred to the original or to the 
amended Bill, and, as the hon, and learned 
Member proceeded to deliver a violent 
attack on the Government, I do not know 
how seriously I am to takehim. Then 
the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
denounced me fornot having found time 
for the Unemployed Bill and for raising 
expectations which we did not intend to 
satisfy. But what did he proceed to 
say? That the Bill as amended by my 
right hon. friend was not worth the 
paper on which it was written, because it 
did not contain the clause enabling 
labour farms to be vaid for out of the 
rates. I have said that to pass that 
clause is absolutely impossible, and that it 
has long been impossible to pass this Bill 
except as a machinery Bill. « q& 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): Who said that the Bill was not 
worth the paper it was written on? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was said 
by the hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil, and the hon. Gentleman will not 
contradict him. 
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Mr. 
authority. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 


means of knowing for how many the hon. 
Member jor Merthyr Tydvil speaks, 
and if the hon. Member repudiates him 
it is a quarrel which must be settled 
between them, and of which they cannot 
expect me to be the arbiter. 


Mr. CREMER: The hon. 
does not speak for the whole of the 
Labour Party. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
he did. But the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil is a member of the 
Labour Party, and though 
authority I cannot judge, yet he cannot 
be ignored. As we approach the end of 
the session the power of individual 
Members to make their views felt on Bills 
that they disapprove increases in a 
rapid and augmenting ratio, so that 
when so important a Member of the 
Labour Party declares that the amended 
Bill is not worth anything it is 
statement of great importance from the 
point of view of those interested in the 
Bill. 
extremely anxious that a Bill should be 


Member | 
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| proved, 


his exact | 


a | 


The hon. Member for Poplar is | 


passed, but he thinks that the amended | 


Bill is a very poor Bill. He was almost 
content, indeed, that any Bill should be 
passed provided that it had the title, 
“ A Bill for dealing with the unemployed.” 
In other words, what the hon. 
Member wants not so much a 
practical measure to deal with 
imMediate necessities as something which 
will affirm a principle capable of infinitely 
greater development. 


i, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I ventured 
to give my own opinion why I thought 
the amended Bill, even in its emascu- 
lated form, is one containing valuable 
provisions which I really believe would 
be of advantage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I entirely 
agree with the hon. Member. But Iam 
not dealing with that part of his speech 
with which I agree; I am dealing with 
that part of his speech with which I 
disagree. He said that he would be con- 


the ° 
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CREMER: Only on his own | tent almost with a Bill without contents, 


| ta adorned by a title of which he ap- 
The hon. Member for Wans- 
beck was rightly anxious, from his point 
of view, that no charge should be 
levelled against him of having made it 
difficult to pass this Bill. Therefore, I 
understand, so far as he is concerned, 
though I am not quite sure, that he 
would welcome it gladly in its new form. 


Mr. FENWICK: I told the House 
very frankly that I did not like the 
original Bill, though I supported it on 
Second Reading. But I like the second 
Bill less than the original Bill. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Is this encourag- 
ing? The hon. Member did not like the 
old Bill, but he likes the new Bill less, 
On looking at my notes I find that the 
hon. Member for Poplar minimises the 
effect of his own speech because he dis- 
tinctly said that as a measure for dealing 
with immediate distress the new Bill 
would be useless. I took down the words 
at the moment. 


Mr. CROOKS (W oolwich): What is 
your opinion about it / That is what we 
want to know. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Mem- 
ber should not express such open con- 
tempt for the opinions ofhisfriends, He 
will perhaps realise that I am replying on 
the debate, and that I cannot reply with- 
out referring to those who have spoken. 


CROOKS: 1 shall learn better 
It is all a puzzle to me, 


Mr. 


some day. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: My statement 
was that the only objection to the Bill 
came from the Government’s own sup- 
porters, and if the right hon. Gentlen- 
man will bring pressure on them 
to agree to the clause in the old 
Bill, then the new Bill will go through 
without opposition. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Mem- 
ber now asks for the old Bill to be passed, 
which is clearly impessible in the existing 
position of public business. [Cries af 


“Why ?”| 
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Me. KEIR HARDIE: I protest 
against this closure. [Cries of “ Order, 


o:der!”] Order yourselves. It is too 


serious a matter. 
Mr. CROOKS: Isit a laughing matter? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I say that 
I think the habit of interrupting speakers 
has become rather excessive? I might 
be allowed to deal with the subject in my 
own fashion and my own line of order. 
Hon. Gentlemen will have their own 
opportunity of dealing with it. We 
have had three speakers on the Unem- 
ployed Bill—the hon. Members for 
Merthyr Tydvil, Wansbeck, and Poplar 
—and all of them are agreed that the 
Bill is an indifferent or a useless Bill. 
That is not a very tempting prospect for 
those who desire to pass it. 


Mr. FENWICK: I did not say it was 


useless, 
Mr, SYDNEY BUXTON: Nor did I. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, the hon. 


Member used the very word, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: What I said 
was that as compared with the old Bill 
it was an emasculated Bill. I said that it 
contained useful matter in regard to 
machinery, and thetefore I hoped that 
the Government would carry the 
machinery clauses even if they dropped 
others. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understood 
the hon. Member to say that, as far as 
dealing with distress in the autumn was 
concerned, the machinery of the Bill 
would be useless. Of course, if he 
contradicts that, I will withdraw the 
Statement. In these circumstances, 
would it not be folly to say more than 
that if we can get through necessary 
business with rapidity, there will be time 
for other measures to be taken. But, 
until I know what that time is, it is im- 
possible to say what those measures will 
be. I have received no encouragement 
with regard to the Unemployed Bill, but 
we can leave that over for consideration 
until we know what time we shall have 
at our disposal. 
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Now I come to what has been th: 
most serious charge against the Govern- 
ment. At all events, the charge in 
this particular debate is that we have 
mismanaged the time of the session 
and failed to pass any measures of 
importance. I am not going to discuss 
the importance of the measures which 
we have passed, and I am not going to 
trouble myself to chirge the Opposi- 
tion with obs:ruction or the reverse. 
The hon. Member for Oldham gave 
us a long disquisition on obstruction. 
He quoted a definition, I think, of Mr. 
Gladstone. He said that obstruction 
was the natural weapon of a minority 
against the tyranny of a majority, and 
that every new instrument the majority 
invented brought into play a new obstruc- 
tive device on the part of their opponents, 
and, asin the hon Gentleman’s opinion 
there never has been so tyrannical a 
Government as the present, I suppose he 
admits that the Opposition have made 
use of the natural weapon of all Opposi- 
tions and have obstructed. But it is : ot 
at all necessary to deal with this question. 
I never care to accuse an Opposition of 
obstruction. The hon. Member says that 
I myself was a great obstructionist. Be 
itso. [do not quarrel over it. I have 
no doubt that every Opposition will 
obstruct whenever they think it suits 
them to do so. 

But let us consider how the time 
of the sesson has been spent, whether 
by obstruction or debate. The Govern- 
ment have in the course of the 
present session had precedence for their 
business on ninety days, Twelve were 
occupied on the Address; thirty- seven 
were occupied in Supply on_ allotted 
and non-allotted days, including the two 
days spent in the closure of Supply; 
two were devoted to Motions for the 
holidays; three to votes of censure, if 
the transactions of last Monday are to be 
included in that category ; twelve to the 
Budget and Finance? Bill; one to the 
Indian Budget; one to the election of 
Mr. Speaker; and we have had exactly 
twenty days for legislation, and no more 
—of course, not counting the Budget Bill 
under the term legislation. I do not 
believe that in twenty days more legisla- 
tion could have been dealt with than has 
Now, who is to blame 
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that only twenty days have been given 
to it? 


Business 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Bordughs): Of course you are, because 
you met late. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well that, at 
all events, is a reason the validity of 
which, so far as it goes, I accept. Of 
course, if we had met earlier we should 
have had more time. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: If you had 
met at the usual time there would have 
been three more weeks. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not agree 
with the hon Gentleman as to what is the 
usual time, but that is not the charge that 
has been made against me all the after- 
noon; that is a charge thrown at my head 
in the middle of my speech. The charge 
that was made in the afternoon is that 


after we met I, by lack of what I think | 


the right hon. Member for Berwick calls 
personal magnetisin, or some other sub- 
stitute for the closure, was not able to 
induce the House to take less time for 
Supply and give more time to legislation. 
I have not been able to isduce the 
House to take less than twelve days for 
a Budget which was perhaps the least 
controversial Budget ever introduced 
into this House. Very well, there is the 
broad fact of the distribution of time, 
and here I come back to the speech 
made by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite a few moments ago. He 
bitterly complains that only twenty 
allotted days were given to Supply 
instead of twenty-three. Well, even 
with that curtailed amount of time 
there will have been at the end of session 
no less than forty days given to the 
business of Supply, including the two 
days given to the closure. Now, I do 
not believe that this House, however it 
modifies business, will ever be able to give 
more than that, or ought indeed to give 
as much as that, to discussions in Supply. 
It really is running in the face of arith- 
metic for hon. Gentlemen always to cheer 
when some one on this side gets up and 
says,‘ We have not been able to discuss 
Supply, or do this or do that.” The 
Member for Waterford and the right hon. 
Member for Wolverhampton to - night 
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complained that we had not given enou:h 
time to Supply and enough time to Irish 
legislation. But you cannot have both. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon Bor- 
oughs thinks everything would have 
been well if we had met ten days earlier, 
I suppose that seven of those would 
have been Parliamentary days. The 
addition of seven Parliamentary days 
does not remedy the evils of which we 
are talking. It is really absolutely im- 
possible for hon. Gentlemen both to have 
their cake and eat it, both to have un- 
limited time in which to abuse the Goy- 
ernment for their executive action and 
unlimited time in which to criticise the 
legislative proposals which they may bring 
forward ; and if they insist on indulging 
both of these reasonable appetites to the 
excess in which they have indulged them 
this session, the amount of time for 
operative legislation is necessarily cur- 
tailed, That is the whole explantion of 








Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


what has occurred, 


The hon. Member for Oldham—and, 
I think, other Gentlemen opposite— 
have said that we have not passed 
great Bills this session because the 
shadow of an unsolved controversy is 
over us. Well, that is a very poetic 
explanation, but I venture to say that 
it is @ very irrational one. Supposing 
the controversy had been solved, would 
that have enabled you to spend forty 
days in Supply in a reasonable session 
and yet carry great Bills? Why, of 
course it would not. The shadow of an 
unsolved controversy no doubt may 
have given the Opposition an excus? 
for asking for two votes of censure; but, 
of course, the Opposition are always 
finding grounds for votes of censure. 
You cannot expect any Opposition to be 
content with much less than two; and 
that is the only effect which this unsolved 
controversy has had on the passage of 
business. Business, after all, passes 
because you have time to pass it; and 
if instead of using the time which you 
might have for passing it you insist on 
using it in discussing the conduct of the 
Government on Votes of Supply or on 
votes of censure, or on the King’s 
Speech, the amount of time given to 
Bills will necessarily be curtailed. I can 
assure the hon. Member for Oldham and 
the right hon. Member for Berwick that, 
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should the time ever occur when they 
have got to deal with the time of the 
House, they will find that solving con- 
troversies and personal magnetism are 
very poor expedients for getting contro- 
versial legislation through, and they 
will, in spite of themselves, have to 
descend to the painful and clumsy 
method of putting on the closure when 
the discussion has got beyond a certain 
point. If they wish to pass a long con- 
roversial Bill, I have not the least 
doubt that they will adopt that elabor- 
ate system of gagging in compartments 
which the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site wishes to sce applied to Supply, 
which we anJ our predecessors have 
applied to great Bills in the past, and 
which, in what, I trust, will be an 
improved form, even fervent lovers of 
Parliamentary liberty like the hon. 
Member for Oldham will find it neces- 
sary to apply in the future. 


*Mr. CROOKS said that the state- 
ment which the Prime Minister had 
just made had left him as much be- 
wildered as he was before. There was, 
a‘ter all, a larger House than this—the 
country outside, where public opinion 
was expressed. He would ask hon. 
Gentlemen opposite how the unemployed 
working man was going to feed his 
children during the coming winter? The 
performance of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was a brilliant one, but that would 
not satisfy any man out of work. He 
expected that the right hon. Gentleman 
would have got up and stid that he 
and his Government had a real living 
interest in the unemployed, but that 
they were not particularly concerned with 
the measures which the Opposition desired 
to see passed; they wanted to push on 
their own measures. He could not 
understand this, because the right hon. 
Gentleman had a vast majority which 
had over and over again, with the right 
hon, Member for West Birmingham, 
been saying that they were the Party 
which stood for the well-being of the 
working classes of this country; and 
they pointed out the marvellous things 
they had done for the working classes, 
and that if they had the proper oppor- 
tunity how much more marvellous things 
they would do for them. 
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They wanted the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act to protect the widows 
and children, and the Bill now before 
the House showed how right the Labour 
Members in the House were, when the 
Act was pushed through Parliament, in 
their criticisms. Here they were all agreed 
and they wanted to do something, but 
they had not got any time. Dead birds 
were of no importance to them; they 
were dealing with living men. As they 
posed as business men, conducting the 
business of the nation on business 
principles, it did seem strange that they 
offered excuses for not continuing the 
permanent job they had got. They had 
said very pointedly and very plainly to 
the British public, who had told them 
thev did not want them, “If vou do not 
know when you have got a good servant 
we know when we have got a good 
master, and we are going to stick. We 
are not going to be frightened out of 
a good job like this. You may win 
by-elections; what do we care? We 
are not going to leave it.” Well, well, 
all he said to them was, *‘ Keep on with 
the job.” He was not asking them to 
leave it; he was asking them to stop and 
work, 


of the House. 


They had made a first-class measure 
of the Unemployed Bill, and it had 
formed the subject of many sympa- 
thetic speeches. The Member for West 
Birmingham had made speeches upon 
it. He had said that if they made a 
fiscal change there would be no men out 
of work, and it would settle the unem 
ployed question. If they allowed him 
to have his way, there would be two jobs 
for every man. That was 200 years old. 
When it was found out that there were 
more men in the village than work, they 
put the hay in the loft over the stable, 
and instead of bringing the hay down to 
the horse, they heaved the horse up to 
the hay. That made plenty of work, 
but it did not mean food for the people. 
That sort of thing was merely an idle 
excuse. It was a Bill the creation of 
the Government and Tabled in all good 
faith. Surely it wasa libel to say that they 
introduced it, put it on the Table, had a 
first-class debate on it, and got a majority 
of 217 for it, merely in order to kill time 
till the birds were big enough to 
shoot 2 That would positively be a 
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libel on the Government ; it would not do 
anything like that. It was a serious 
thing, and it had been pointed out what 
it meant to the poor people outside. 
From the bottom of his soul he wished 
any hon, Member would go and stay with 
him for a fortnight quietly and unknown: 
he would willingly give up his bed and 
sleep on the floor if he could only convey 
to the minds of the Members how impor- 
tant the subject was. Some of them had 
given up their health and strength; they 
had no leisure for shooting; they had had 
to do their best year after year to deal 
with the poor, and their hopes had been 
raised that the Government were really 
in earnest. He did not suppose there 
ever was a Bill which satisfied everybody, 
but the Government had led them to 
believe that they desired to deal with the 
poor people who had nothing to sell but 
their labour and who were claim- 
ing an opportunity to fulfil the 
curse inflicted upon them: ‘‘ Henceforth 
thou shalt live by the sweat of thy 
brow.” * 


Business 


Was no effort going to be made 
to alter the present condition of affairs ? 
Parliament was said to have no time to 
deal with it; but he had sat night after 
night between the hours of nine and 
eleven when hon. Members had got up 
and ‘‘stone-walled,’ keeping their ends 
up, as it was called, until someone had 
finished a social function in which there 
were about fifteen courses to be got 
through and taking about two hours. 
The hungry might go hungry until they 
got a majority. Thenthey talked about 
wasting time. It was positively wicked 
to make such an assertion. He asked 
them in all honesty whether since he had 
been a Member of the House they had 
done a single thing the working classes 
were the better for. If not, then 
so far as the majority of the com- 
munity were concerned they might 
as well be without the House of 
Commons. The House of Commons 
was created so that the rights of the 
_people who were unable to protect them- 
selves should be protected by Parlia- 
ment; it existed to see that no injury 
was done to an honest man, and as a 
terror to the evil-doer. It seemed to 
him that the evil-doers had had an 
innings, and that they had had all the 


Mr, Crooks, 
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best of it. He only asked the 
Government to keep in a__ little 
longer, and having pushed through 


Bills for those, the brewers, the clergy, 
and the rest of them, who could help 
themselves, he asked them to stop and use 
the same means to push through Bills for 
those who could not help themselves. 


They were told that if they behaved 
themselves and were very good lads and 
helped the Government to push through 
their other measures the (Government 
would think whether it was possible to 
find the two or three hours necessary to 
push through the Unemployed Bil. Was 
that fair? For the next nine days they 
were supposed to work night and day, 
and then they were expected to give 
proper attention to all the questions 
which were considered. There were no 
men so silly as tired men, and they saw 
the House absolutely out of order when 
all the Members were tired. If they 
wanted to use the time for the best, it 
seemed to him it was quite a mistake to 
run into the early hours of the morning. 
{t would be far better to suspend the 
Standing Orders and sit from ten till 
eight. Then they would get something 
useful done. If they were all tired 
out and wanted a holiday, let the 
Prime Minister get up and say they 
would go and kill the grouse and 
pheasants, and that, when they had got 
them strung up in Leadenhall Market 
or somewhere else, they would come 
back and finish the business off. He had 
no objection to their taking a holiday. 
He would like to have a holiday every 
Sunday if he could get it, but he could 
not, though he was sometimes able to 
have a nod and a rest in the House when 
some Members were talking. The work 
of the nation ought to be done when 
Members were fresh and not when they 
were tired. He objected to social 
functions over-riding the nation’s business. 


What they wanted was that some proper 
attempt should be made to deal with the 
unemployed problem. When they were 
told that a crisis would arise they must 
not misinterpret the term crisis. It was 
a very different thing to the crisis thet 
had arisen in Scotland over the Church 
question. The people there would have 
been no worse off, and they would not 
have gone hungry, if the Church Bill bad 
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not passed. A crisis with regard to the 
unemployed did arise some years ago 
when fearful and terrible things took 
place ; when after a meeting in Trafalgar 
Square the men ran amuck in the West 
End, in which all the thieves, pickpockets, 
and blackguards used the unemployed 
agitation for doing the wickedest and 
cruellest things ever known. Did the 
Government want that to occur again. 
He asked the Government to come to the 
help of the unemployed, Here were 
these poor men, as the hon. Member for 
Poplar said, in midsummer, 120 of them, 
able-bodied men, applying for parochial 
relief ; taking two loaves home to feed 
their starving wives and children. Only 
that morning three men came to his 
door and said, “* For God’s sake give us 
something to take home, we cannot go 
over the way,” meaning to the work- 
house, 


The great evil was that when 
they went for relief men lost their 
manhood. We were wealthy as a nation 
because of our hardworking industrial 
classes, but after they had sold, as he 
had known them do, all their little 
household gods until they had nothing 
leit but the bare boards, then they 
sink so low that they said, ‘“ What 
does it matter? There is only 6d. 
between the man who wants work and the 
man who does not, and the man who 
does not generally gets it,” and they 
lost their manhood, The nation wanted 
good, sound, hardworking men in time 
of peace as well as men to shoulder a 
musket in time of war, and he applied 
to the House to help them now. Sup- 
pose it did cost a little to start a farm 
colony, what did they not get for it ? 
Was it not worth while on the part of 
this House to make an effort so that it 
might be possible for a man to get his 
daily bread and to enable him to retain 
his self-respect. Let it not be said that 
this House had no feeling for the un- 
employed until there was three feet of 
snow upon the ground, Let not these 
poor people say, ‘‘We are not to have 
any relief until we are up to our knees 
in snow and slush, but the nation can 
have any money it wants for any ex- 
pedition anywhere it likes.” It had 
truly been said, ‘“You may fool some 


people all the time, and you may! 
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‘fool all the people some of the time, 


but you cannot fool all the people all 
the time.” Forty years of popular educa- 
tion had given the people knowledge and 
they would use it. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


BANGOR (COUNTY DOWN) WATER AND 
IMPROVEMENT BILL [LORDS] (By 
ORDER). 

As ainended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [LORDS] (By ORDER)- 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

(No. 1) BILL [LORDS] (By ORDER). 

Read a second time, and committed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [31st July], “That, 
for the remainder of the session Govern- 
ment Business be not interrupted, except 
at half-past Seven of the clock at an 
Afternoon Sitting, under the provisions 
of any Standing Order regulating the 
Sittings of the House, and may be 
entered upon at any hour though op- 
posed ; that at the conclusion of Govern- 
ment Business each day Mr. Speaker do 
adjourn the House without Question 
put, and that no Motion be made for 
leave to bring in Bills under Standing 
Order No. 11.”°—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
said he desired to say a few words on the 
subject of this debate, especially in 
relation to the Unemployed Bill, lest 
silence on the Unionist side of the House 
should be construed as an admission 
of the truth of what had been stated by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that those on 
the Unionist side were hostile or in- 
different to the passage of this Bill. He 
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expressed his approval of the Unemployed 
Workmen Bill, which, enacted in its 
original form, he believed would prove 
beneficial to all classes in the country. 
Experience on the Mansion House Com- 
mittee had convinced him that the 
adoption of a system of farm colonies 
and similar labour works presented a 
reasonable prospect of a solution of the 
unemployed problem, and he knew many 
Members of that Hou e who had taken 
part in the deliberations of the Mansion 
House Committee who had come to a 
similar conclusion. While the experiment 
had been as a whole successful, he could 
not close his eyes to the fact that there 
was a disposition on the part of private 
donors to provide less funds for this 
purpose, and that this year there had been 
more difficulty in obtaining those private 
funds which, although they had not 
sufficed to relieve distress, had sufficed in 
a large measure for experiments which 
had been conducted with a view to 
ultimate relief on larger lines. He 
believed the expenditure in this direc- 
tion would be economic expenditure, and 
he regarded as contributors not only the 
local authorities and the ratepayers but 
the State itself. 





Ii there was one thing more certain 
than another it was that when once 
poor relief in the ordinary serse had 
been given, when once the stamp of 
pauperism had been applied, it became 
practically permanent, and it was not to 
the interests of the State to allow 
the manufacture of paupers. There 
were times in the lives of almost every 
man when ill-fortune might affect him, 
anc when a helping hand was of the most 
material consequence to him. The 
principle adopted at the Mansion House 
had resulted not only in relief but also in 
restoring the relieved to the ranks of the 
workers, and he was perfectly satisfied 
that many who would otherwise have 
dropped out had been saved and restored 
to their homes and to their places in the 
world without losing their decency or 
self-respect owing to the organisation 
set on foot by the Mansion House Com- 
mittee in the City and other places. We 
were proud of the march of our civilisa- 
tion, but we must all remember that 
there were weaker members of society 
who must receive help and aid if they 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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were to keep in the ranks, and just as 
there was in the case of a marching army 
an ambulance to pick up those who fel] 
out from exhaustion and other causes, 
so in the march of civilisation there 
should be an ambulance in the shape of an 
Unemployed Workmen’s Act to help and 
assist those who dropped out from time 
to time and to restore them again to the 
ranks. To consign them to the work- 
house was, in his opinion, to create 
obligations on the State of a permanent 
character rather than a saving to the 
State, and it was because of the added 
expenditure in this matter that he was 
anxious to see this Bill passed - of course, 
with the national resources behind it, 
because they could not do the Samaritan 
without the oil and the twopence. 


He wished the House to realise that it 
was ot only in bad times that this help 
was needed. The peculiar characteristic of 
the commerce and trade of our country 
was that in lieu of one staple trade 
there was a much greater and increasing 
variety of employments growing up, and 
that in the character of the employments 
there was much more mobility, that as 
the country advanced in __ science 
and the application of the most 
recent discoveries of science to our 
industry there was a tendency to reduce 
labour, and that prosperity _ itself 
frequently caused occasions in which this 
timely help was necessary to avoid the 
home of a man with slender means being 
broken up. He had known many cases 
of men who had in their misfortunes 
been taken into the country on these 
farm colonies and had been made the 
best of, and their homes had been kept 
together in consequence. The system 
was one which had been of immense 
benefit to the temporarily poor of the 
industrial population, and, whatever 
might be said in criticism of such in- 
stitutions, the Mansion House Committee 
and the Lord Mayor had led a notable 
crusade, and set a step in practical 
statesmanship which might well be 
followed by others. 


He asked the Labour Members and 
others who had taken an adverse 
view of this Bill whether they would 
be wise in entirely rejecting it in its 
present form. It had much good in 
it, and while they did not agree with 
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the whole of it—there had been a 
strong expression of opinion that the 
Bill without the farm colony clause 
would be useless—he thought the Bill 
even in its present form would supply 
machinery which would be very useful 
for application next winter and which 
would provide an inducement for the 
provision of those voluntary funds with- 
out which nothing could be done. He 
hoped those on the other side of the 
House would appreciate the spirit with 
which the Government had approached 
this difficult and perplexing problem and 
would sanction this Bill. He looked 
forward to it as essential, he approved 
in the strongest terms the action of the 
Government in introducing this Bill, and 
he hoped that, if there was a spirit of wise 
and friendly co-operation, the Bill would 
be placed upon the Statute-book for 
the welfare of a class who in times of 
stress were unable to help themselves. 


*Mr, CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said he did not think that the House 
of Commons during the twenty years 
which he had been a Member had ever 
been placed in so singular and deplor- 
able a position as it was in the present 
debate. What they were practically 
asked by the Prime Minister to do was 
not to complete useful work, but to 
end a barren session, in order that he 
might be able to hush up the record of 
the most determined and resolute be- 
traval, and, pushing aside of all the 
various reforms he and his Government 
had promised tothe country. He agreed 
very much with the speech of his hon. 
iriend the Member for Islington, and the 
whole House had listened with the 
deepest interest to the hon. Member for 
Woolwich, who had made one of the most 
eloyuent and unanswerable appeals that 
had ever been addressed to any Govern- 
ment in support of the Unemployed Bill. 
He would not attempt to overlay that 
appeal with any additional arguments, 
except upon one point. In the last few 
days witnesses before the Small Holdings 
Committee, of which he was a member, 
had given most striking evidence that in 
the industrial centres the acceleration of 
machinery was having the effect of dis- 
placing the older men, and that this 
result was leading these men to seck other 


employment by trying to obtain land for | 
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small holdings. He urged this point 
as bearing materially on the proposal 
in the original Bill to provide land for 
farm colonies. The men turned away 
by the great acceleration of the new 
types of machinery were men of forty 
to forty-five years of age. They were 
deserving and industrious men who 
if they could not get upon the land 
would go to swell the numbers of the 
unemployed. The Government ought 
to force their Bill through in the shape 
in which they had introduced it, with 
the clause which would enable a beginning 
to be made again by men in this position, 
who without such opportunities were in 
danger of becoming paupers, in order to 
save them from pauperism, and to make 
a new industrial class of men who other- 
wise would not be employed, 


Besides the interests of labour there 
were plenty of other classes of useful 
work on which the right hon. Gentleman 
had with almost insolent mockery turned 
his back. Take the business interests cf 
the country. There was the Public 
Trustee Bill—a Bill of great importance 
which the Government had taken up 
and done nothing to pass. Take agri- 
culture. Two useful Bills introduced by 
the President of the Board, the Bill to 
check adulteration of butter had been 
abandoned; while only that afternoon a 
measure had been introduced, nominally 
in th* interests of business, the only 
result of which wou'd be to increase the 
salaties of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
relatives. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman must know that he is in- 
accurate in what he says, because [ 
distinetly stated that the Bill introduced 
to-day would not come into operation 
during the tenure of those now holding 
the offices concerned. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he was wholly 
unaware of that fact, and he un- 
reservedly withdrew any imputation 
his words placed upon the right hon. 
Gentleman. But whether it affected the 
present salaries of the right hon. Gentle- 
min’s relatives or not, it was a very 
small contribution to the demands of the 
great business world of this country, 
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and a very poor and pitiable contribu- 
tion to the legislative needs of the great 
business world. Another Bill which had 
again and again been passed by the 
right hon. Gentleman’s colleague, the 
Lord (Chancellor, through the other 
House, the Prevention of Corruption Bill, 
which was of immense importance for 
checking business frauds, had also been 
thrown aside. Another thing which had 
been passed over by the Government was 
the intolerable pressure of the rates of the 
country. The position to which vast 
areas of the country, and especially such 
districts as West Ham, were being 
reduced was a great scandal of adminis- 
tretion. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said that the incidence of local rating 
could not be dealt with until the question 
of valuation had been dealt with. But 
there had been no attempt to deal with 
the current needs of the nation in this 
question of valuation, and the question 
of rating had only been so far dealt with 
and in such a wav as to benefit the 
landlords of agricultural land. Then 
there was the total neglect of the needs 
of Ireland. That had been thoroughly 
dealt with by the bon. Member for 
Waterford. Another point which bad 
shown the peculiar demoralisation and 
decomposition of Parliamentary pro- 
cedure, and of the spirit of Parliament 
itself under the rule of the right hon. 
Gentleman, was that in no_ session 
had there been a_ larger number 
of important Bills standing in the 
name of private Members carried 
through various stages by large and 
decisive majorities in the House. 
The whole of those Bills practically could 
make no further progress. Only three 
years ago the strongest appeals were 
made in the House to remedy this in- 
tolerable scandal, and then the right hon. 
Gentleman had promised to consider 
measures for facilitating the passage of 
Bills under those conditions. Now the 
House had sunk so low as to acquiesce 
silently in the killing of Bills represent- 
ing a vast volume of feeling outside. 
No protest was made. ‘These Bills were 
allowed to be turned into empty resolu- 
tions on which many Members could 
record an insincere vote because they 
could go no further. That wasa degrada- 
tional Parliament. No wonder the right 
hon. Gentleman had adopted a method 


Mr. Channing. 


Business 
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of handling this Motion, as singular as it 


was sinister, In his experience the 
House bad never been brought to so low 
a level as by the present Prime Minister, 
who now sought six months reprieve, if 
he could escape by-elections, from the 
rebuff which the country would give him 
when it had the opportunity. When 
he was swept from power the majority 
of the electors would rejoice in terminat- 
ing the worst Government that had ever 
disgraced the country. 


Mr, A. J. BAaLrour rose in his place, 
and claimed to move ‘ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question be 
how put.” 


While the House was being cleared for 
a division, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
(speaking seated and with his hat on) said 
he desired to raise a point of order. When 
esolutions affecting the business of the 
House, such as that under discussion, 
were proposed, Amendments were allow- 
able, and he and the hon. Member for 
Wexford had intended to move the 
omission of the last clause of the Resolu- 
tion, which, as the House was aware, 
was a new addition to such Motions. 
They were waiting for the discussion on 
the general issue to conclude. when they 
hoped to introduce their Amendment. 


Mr. SPEAKER: What is the point of 
order of the hon. Member ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is it mn 
accordance with precedent, when it is 
known that Amendments on a vital prin- 
ciple are to be moved, to grant the 
closure before such Amendments have 
been discussed ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 
of order, it isa matter of discretion, and 
Iam afraid it has happened more than 
once before now. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I hope it 


will not happen again. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 211; Noes, 
110. (Division List No. 317) 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Bagot. Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Zalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Janbury, Sir Frederick George 
sathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar, SirT. R.(TowerHamlets) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJosephe. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doqford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. {Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt. Hn.Sir R. B.(Inv’n’ss 
Firbank, Sir Josepn Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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AYES, 
Garfit, William [ 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(‘[’r H’ lets 
xore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon | 
Goschen Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’rySEdm/nds | 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry | 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley | 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jobn(KentFaversham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys,Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm, 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, HnH.L.W.(Mile End) | 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Long, Col.CharlesW. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


, Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 


Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | 
Maxwell, Rt.HnSirHE(Wigt’n | 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 


| O'Neill, Hon. 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Gerge Herbert , 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tobertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C(North’mb Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv ) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 


| Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. b. Stuart- 


| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


| TELLERS FOR THE AyYEs.—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 
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Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Benn, John Williams 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burns, Jobn 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton,SydneyCharles(Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’sBghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Qvestion put accordingly. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
sagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, KennethR.(Christch. 
3anbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst. Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
3rassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
3ull, William James 

3utcher. John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DubiinUniy. 


{COMMONS} 
NOES, 


Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kean, John 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 223; 
(Division List No. 318) 


119. 

AYES, 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm). 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar, Sir T. R. (‘I’r Hamlets) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. SirJosephC 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.SirJohn E. 
Doughty, Sir George 


A. E. 
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O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Rea, Russell 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Reid,Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thompson, Dr. EC(MonaghanN 
Toulmin, George 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 








Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


223; Noes, 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B.( Hants. W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Rt HnAilwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brockleburst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHn SirR B.(iny’rn’ss) 
Firbank, Sir Thomas Joseph 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH mts 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst. Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
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Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray Ernest (West Ha) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds) 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hainilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F.( Leverton, Tynem’ th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley) 
Heath, SirJames(Statfords, NW 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
fenderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W ) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.John( Kent, Fav rsham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George sickersteth 
Hunt. Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Long. Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Benn, John Williams 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bright, Allan Heywood. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M’ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Marks, Hairy Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH E(Wigt’on 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 








NOES. 
Crooks, William 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,Capt EC(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esimonde, Sir Thomas 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael »oseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon, Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 





Griffith, Ellis J. 
2M 
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Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, Jobn (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.(Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 2 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutf, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby. Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts. ) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B.(Stuart- 
Wylie, A.exander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharp 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Kearley, Hudson E, 
| Kitson, Sir James 
| Lamont, Norman 
| Langley, Batty 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
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MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kean, John 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 


{COMMONS} 


Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 


Reid,Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
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Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC( Monaghan,N. 
Toulmin, George 
| Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Weir. James Galloway 





Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
©’ Connor, John (Kildare, N,) 
4) Donnell, John (Mayo, S. 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Pease, J. A, (Saffron Walden) 


Russell, T. W. 





Stanhope, Hon, 
Sullivan, Donal 


Ordered, that for the remainder of the 
Session, Government Business be not 
interrupted, except at half-past Seven of 
the clock at an Afternoon Sitting, under 
the provisions of any Standing Order 
regulating the Sittings of the House, and 
may be entered upon at any hour though 
opposed; that at the conclusion of 
Government Business each day Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put, and that no Motions be 
made for leave to bring in Bills under 
Standing Order No. 11. 

SUPPLY. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Crass VII. 
£20,000, Relief of (Distress in Ireland.) 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 


understood that this money had already 
been expended by the guardians in the 
relief of distress last winter. While it was 
not for him or his colleagues to oppose the 
granting of the money, there were certain 
matters connected with the question that 
they desired to discuss. As he had 
already stated, he did not think the 
Relief of Distress Bill, which had been 
introduced for the purpose of regularising 
the relief of distress last winter and of 
indemnifying persons for their action in 
connection with it, ought to be proceeded 
v ith now, and if the Chief Secretary would 
give an assurance that that Bill would not 


be pressed at atime when it could not 


Rose, Charles Day 


Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland j 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northants 


White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.B.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Philip James Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M/‘Arthur. 


be discussed it would be unnecessary t» 
debate this Vote at length. He noticed 
that of the sum asked for 30 per 
cent. was required for salaries, a fact 
which seemed to show that there was 
something wrong in the system under 
which this work had been carried out. 
He really thought that they ought to have 
some explanation upon this point, and in 
view of the recurring distress year aiter 
year in Treland, the wasteful expendi- 
ture of the past, and their desire to dis- 
cuss this matter and find out how the 
waste occurred, he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to give them an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the Bill by postponing 
it until next session. 

Mr. T. W. RUSS) LL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked the meaning 9! a foot-note to 
the Vote, which state! that the expendi- 
ture out of these grants-in-aid would 


not be accounted for in detail to the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General. This 
was a most extraordinary thing, Why 


was this money not to be accounted 
for in the usual wav? He wished to 
emphasise the protest which had been 
made by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford in regard to £6,000 being 
paid to officials for the administration 
of £20,000. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Walter Lonu, Bristol, S.) sa‘d 
he had listened with amaz»ment to the 
statement made by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone in reference to this foot- 
note, because not only did the hon. 
Member claim to know something of 
what took place in Ireland, but he 
had been for a time associated with 
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the administration of the Local 
Government Board, and surely he was 
aware that this remarkable foot-note 
followed the precedent of 1898 when 
similar work was done. This money 
went in a multitude of small payments, 
many of them weekly, and if detailed 
statements of all these payments were 
required it would so greatly increase the 
cost of administration that there would 
bs an end of relief works. 

He agreed with the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford that it was 
not absolutely necessary that the Bill 
should be passel this session in order 
to give the indemnity to 
the Treasurv on the one hand and 
to the guardians on the otber. The 
works had to be undertaken un- 
expectedly in November, 1904. The 
harvest of that year had ben on the 
whole a good one, and it was not till 
towards the end of the year that there 
was any failure in th+ potato crop, which 
brought in its train financial difficulty in, 
he was happy to say, a smaller number 
of unions than had been the case in 
previous vears. In order to deal with 
that difficulty it was necessary to enable 
the guardians to act under Section 15 of 
the Loval Government Act, and for the 
Trish Government to go to the relief of 
those specially distressed unions in the 
congested districts where the low rateable 
value and the pressure of distress made 
it impossible for them to deal with the 
difficulty under the powers conferred 
under that Act. His predecessor, there- 
fore, determined to take action and to 
rely upon the indemnity of the House 
‘ur the advances made by the guardians 
on the one hand and by the Treasury on 
the other. It was true that that 
indemnity did not absolutely press for 
the moment, but it was also true that 
uiless the indemnity were passed before 
March lst next yerr the pro- 
ceedngs would not be _ legalised. 
[: was also necessary to legislate then 
in order to prevent the recipient: of 
relief from being disiranchised. 

He did not wonder that th: hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford hai ealled 
attention to the large proportion of money 
Spent on salaries. He had looked very 
carefully into the work, in which, having 
had previous experience of it, he took 
special interest, and was able, he hoped, 


necessary 
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to bring toit some useful experience, and 
he thought it would be seen that the 
expenditure was necessary if they were to 
avoid those difficulties into which they had 
fallen before and into which they would 
no doubt fall again unless ‘hev could find 
some solution of the enormously difficult 
question of the relief of special districts. 


Me.JOHN REDMON D: Why not make 
the Land Act work in the West of Ireland ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said _ his was an 
extremely difficult problem, as everybody 
knew who had looked Ip vO it even in the 
most perfunctory manner, and previously 
there had been a great deal of waste 
owing to the work, however well done, 
not beimg of a permanently beneficial 
character, and the object of the Govern- 
ment in spending, as it would seem, large 
sums in salaries was t> enlist the active 
co-operation of the various loc \Lorficials. 
The relief works were only carried out in 
seven unions as compared witheleven and 
thirteen in 1895 and 1898; and seed 
loans were applied for ir fifty-eight 
unions and were actually granted in 
fifty-one unions. The seed question, 
of course, meant a very considerable 
addition to the engineering, supervision, 
and other expenses. Although he ad- 
mitted that t:ere was still room for im- 
provement, he believed it would be found 
that the work had been more satisfactory 
in its character than in previous years, 
and he hoped in the special circumstances 
the Committee would sinction the Vote 
and that they would get the indemnity 
they ought to have. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that not- 
withstanding what the right hon. Gentle- 
man had said he was satistied that so long 
as they went on giving relief and not 
subjecting the expenditure to the public 
audit in the ordinary way they would 
have bad work. He always distrusted 
the right hon. Gentleman when he as- 
sumed that high and mighty tone which 
he had no right to assume in [rish affiirs. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that at 
the Commencement of the session they 
were promised that the Bill would b 
introduced early and that they woul 
have apd opportunity of dealing with 
the very difficulties to which the Chief 
Secretary had alluded, and it was 
because. if they passed it now, they 

2 M2 
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would have no such opportunity, and 
because when there was another period 
of distress they would go back to 
.he old rotten expensive system that he 
objected. He would not oppose the Vote, 
however, so long as they understood that 
the Bill woald be let till next session, 
and they would have an opportunity of 
discussing the extravagance and the bad 
principle upon which the whole proceed- 
ing was based. Ii that was understood 
he should not oppose this proposal. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) asked 
the indulgence of the House to sav a few 
words upon this subject. He wished to 
speak from the poimt of view of a tax- 
payer. Under this Vote they were 
finding £20,000 for the relief of distress 
in leland, and it was highly probable 
that similar expenses would be incurred 
in the utare. They were all aware 
that these eleemosvnary payments were 
most unsatisfactory. Supposing this 
money had been paid in interest on 
capital under the Land Purchase Act, 
how much would it have represented 4 
It would have paid the interest upon 
£500,000. He understood that the 
whole system of land purchase in 
Ireland was hung up for want o. capital, 
and htre they were voting £20,000 for 
the relief of distress. He thought that 
showed that money could be got in Ireland 
when it was required. The first satisfac- 
tory settlement of the Irish land question 
was based upon recommendations made 
by a body of Irishmen, g ,, . 


Tue CHAIRMAN: That question will 
not be in order upon ‘this Vote. 


Mr. AINSWORTH said that all he 
wished to point out was that the only 
way out of the difficulty was to pay more 
in interest on capital tor land purchase 
instead of wasting £20,000 upon purely 
eleemosynary purposes. 





Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 
ordshire, Lechfieli) said he did not 
quite understand why there were no 
accounts kept or this expenditure. 
It was very strange that £20,000 
should be spent without any account 
being kept. To say that this money 
was paid out in very small suns 
was no reason why some sort of an 


account should not be kept and placed 
Mr. john Redinond, 


{COMMONS} 
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before the Auditor-General. It was 
a gross mismanagement of public affairs 
if £20,000 was spent without any sort of 
account being kept. They ought to be 
given some further explanation as to why 
these accounts could not be audited in 
the ordinary way. 


Vote agreed to. 

CIVIL SERVICE (EXCESS), 1903-4. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,345 17s, 4d. 

be granted to His Majesty, to make good 
an Excess on the Grant for Diplomatic 
and Consular 


Buildings for the year 
ended on the 3lst day of March, 1904.” 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he observed that the Vote was for 
the purchase of a site for a Consulate a: 
Cairo, and that the transaction too’ 
place in 1908. Why, then, was it placed 
on the Estumates for 1905 2 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty), as 
a protest against extravagant expendi- 
ture in providing palatial Consulates, 
moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£50, He happened to know the Con- 
sulate at Cairo, and he could not under- 
stand why they wanted a new site 
there. He thought the present 
Consular buildings were quite sufficient 
for the purpose. They had no rigiit 
to spend so much money in erecting 
these grand buildings. The hon. Centle- 
man in charge of this Vote gave them 
no information and remained dumb, and 
he protested against that sort of thing. 

Motion made, and Question propo-ed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £1,295 17s, 4d. 
be granted for the said Service.”— 


(Mr. Weir.) 


*Lorp BALCARRES — (Laneashire 
Chorley) said the hon. Member appeared 
to have misapprehended the object ot 
the buildings in question, which were 
purely Consular buildings. The growing 
interests of this country in Egypt, which 
had been largely increased since the 
acquisition of the Sudan, made im- 
perative an increase in its Consular 
oflices. The site was in a quarter 
of Cairo where sites were difficult to 
obtain, and the excess Vote was ren- 
dered necessary because our agent, iD 
the interest of the public service, 
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completed the transaction before Parlia- 
mentary sanction was obtained. The 
Secretary to the Treasury gave his 
sanction to the site, and the sum 
necessary was placed on the Estimates 
for 1904-5, but owing to a_ purely 
local misunderstanding the transfer 
of the title deeds took plac? earlier 
than was expected. He _ expressed 
regret that this oversight had occurred, 
but he assurea the Committee that 
the public service had not suffered in 
consequence, 


Mr. WEIR said that while the noble 
Lord had stated that the site would cost 
$3,414, he had s.id nothing as to the 
cost of the building. That, he presumed, 
would probably be £30,000 or £40,000, 
and as a tixpaver and a Highland 
Member, who was unable to get the 
Government to spend even a Sixpence 
for the benefit of the poor people in his 
part of the country, he strongly pro- 
tested against such excessive expenditure. 
He agreed that suitable buildings for 
our Consuls were necessary, but far too 
much money was being spent on them 
at present. 


Me. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) asked what the total cost of 
the site was to be; he unlerstand the 
amount Which had been mentionel was 
in addition to the money the Com- 
mittee Were now asked to vote. 


*Lorpv BALCARRES said that what 
the Committee were now asked to 
sanction was an excess Vote on the 
whole of Vote 7, Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Buildings, Class 1. ‘The total 
cost of the site was £3,414, and the 
estimated cost of the buildings £6,000. 


Mr. WEIR sail anything more absurd 
than that £3,000 should be spent on a 
site to accommolate buildings costing 
£5,000 could not be conceived, j 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) asked 
whether it was usual for officials to 
carry out such works on their owa 
responsibility. 

*Lorp BALCARRES said it was quite 
exceptional, but, as he had already ex- 
plained, there were local difficulties in 
this case. 

Mr. SOARES: Where did they get 
the money from # 
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*Lorp BALCARRES: They borrowed it- 
Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question azain proposed, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil) asked whether it would be 
possible to move the adjournment of 
the House in order to call attention 
to a riot that had taken place in 
Manchester in connection with a proces- 
sion of the unemployed which had been 
attacked by the police. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said the only Motion 
the hon. Member could mike while he 
was in the Chair was to report Progress, 
but such a Motion for the purpose of 
callin: attention to the matter mentioned 
by the hon. Member could not be accepted, 
as it was not germane to the Vote 
under discussion. 


Me. KEIR HARDIE said he would 
call attention to the matter after Questions 
to-morrow, ani ask leave to move th> 
adjournment of th: House. 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 


gong 


NAVY (EXCESSES) 1903-4. 
£100, Navy (Excesses), 1903-4. 

*Toe CIVIL LOR) or rae AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Arthur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham) explained that this Vote was a 
purely technical matter, a‘fecting the 
Estimates of the year 1903-4. The 
matter had had to go before th 
Public Accounts Committee and be passed 
by them before it coull be submitted to 
the House, and, as tat body had only 
just reported upon the Estimates of 1903- 
4, this was the earliest opportunity there 
had b>en for bringing up this excess Vote. 
In the vear 1903-4 there was an excess 
expenditure over the total of the Navy 
Estimates of £97,900, and an excess 
receipt of appropriations-in-aid over the 
Estimates of £115,974. Tausthe Admir- 
alty had more than sufficient funds in 
hand to pay for the excess expenditure, 
but they were not permitted to transfer 
surplus receipts to surplus expenditure 
without the sanction of the House, and 
consequently a token sum of £100 had 
been put down for the purpose of obiain- 
ipg sanction to the transfe1. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): The matter has 
been beiore the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee and received their saaction ? 
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*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Yes. 
Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


INDIA LOANS (RAILWAYS) 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 
Order ‘or Second Reading read. 


EAST 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said that when the Bill was before the 
House in its earlier stages the Secretary 
of State for India promised to make a 
statement in regard to 1 on the Second 
Reading, but now when they got to the 
Second Reading no statement was made. 
That was exactly the way the House 
was always treated when a Bill was 
introduced in Committee. It passed 
from one stege to another, but there 
Lever seemed to be a time when it 
could be discussed at all. He did not 
think it was fair to treat the House in 
that way. He had always said that 
they shou'd never allow a Bill to pass 
its first stage without discussion. because 
they did net know that there would Le 
an opportunity for discussion on another 
stage, In this case the Secretary of 
State proposed to raise by Joan a sum 
not exceedirg £20,000,000. The House 
certainly expected that some explanation 
would be aftorded why this large amount 
was to be raised. It was a very much 
larger loan than had been granted on 
former occasions. The Secretary of 
State bad informed tke House that one 
or two millions of the 1901 loan was 
still unexpended. 

The Bill proposed to raise the money 
for the construction, extension, and 
equipment of railways in India. Four- 
fifths of the railways there were 
under the direct financial responsi- 
bility of the Government, and they also 
exercised a considerable amount of con- 
trol in the remainder. There was no 
indication, for example, given in the 
Bill as to the nature of the transactions 
in the Bombay-Raroda line, nor as to 
the terms and conditions under which 
the purchase was to be made. He did 
uot understand how it was that the 
Secretary of State was not able to give 
them the terms and conditions on which 
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the purchase was to be made. The 
amount at which it would work out 
might be a different question, but the 
principle on which the transaction was 
‘to be carried out was a matter on which 
there could be no possible doubt. At 
the termination of the Bombay-Baroda 
line there was the narrow-ge uge railway 
to the North-West of India. That narrow- 
gauge railway originally belonged to the 
State, and it was worked under agree- 
ment with the Bombay- Baroda Company, 
How was it to be worked in future? 
Was the lease to be renounced in consee 
quence of the purchase cf the Baroda line ? 
They had no information about these 
matters. The Government wanted to 
borrow £20,000,000, and the House with 
practically no information on the sub- 
ject was expected to pass this Bill with- 
out a word being said in explanaticn. 

It had been brought to his notice that 
there was a ruinous competition going on 
between the railways and the steamboat 
services in India. That had been fre- 
quently brought before the India Office, 
and probably the Seeretarv of State 
knew all about it. steamboats were 
necessary on the Ganges and other rivers, 
and the complaint wes that they were 
being unfairly competed against by the 
Government railways, It hadbeen pointed 
out that while this competition might be 
very effective im putting down the 
steamboat traffic, the result in the¥ long 
run would be that the districts, served 
by the steamboats would suffer. 

Perhaps the Secretary of State would 
tell the House what was the total amount 
of debt inrespect of Indian railways... He 
himself would) say that roughly it 
amounted to about £250,000,000. The 
return for Indian railways was nearly 5 
per cent., and if the £250,000,000 spent 
on the South African War, which was 
money thrown away, hed been spent in 
India what an enormous development 
there would have been to the trade 
of that country. That was the 
only way in which the country could 
realise the extent to which £250,000,000 
could go in reproductive expenditure. 
He could wish some information as to 
the extensions of railways on which these 
£20,000,000 were to be spent. 

This was also the time to know how the 
new Railway Board in India was working. 
Formerly the railways were managed by 
one of the Public Works Commissioners, 
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but last vear a special and _ separate 
Railway Board for India was appointed. 
There could be no doubt that such a 
board would be of considerable 
advantage. It consisted of three 
practical men, and, whilst the financial 
arrangements Were still tc remain under 
the coutrol of the Secretary of State for 
India, wll other management was to be 
decentralised, and the tailway 
Commissioners were to have the practical 
working of the railways and the 
arraug*ment of all questions of freight 
and the localities to be benefited. The 
board was not locatel at Calcutta or 
Simla, but travelled over the whole 
system with a view to superintend its 
developmnt. When the Railway Bill 
was before the House he had taken a 
strong objection to having new Com- 
missioners; but owing to outside pressure 
and the statement by Lord Curzon that 
it would be of great advantag> to India 
the Bill was allowed to 
unopposed measure. Unquestionably 
it would be a benefit to the board 
tohave the whole contro] of the railways 
and to work them as a unit,so that the 
system migh le developed all round. 
That was a point on which he would 
lik: a little information from the 
Secr tary ot State for India. He might 
say he threw out these hints to give the 
right hon. tientleman some information 
on which to base his Se:ond Reading 


speech 

He voticed that this bill was 
with references, and that it b ought 
ina great many sections of the Act of 
1895. He did not know whether the 
Secretary of State knew what these 
sections were, but he thought it was 
necessary that the House shculd have 
seme knowledge of them before the Bill 
passed. If the right hon. Gentleman 
was not going to explain what these 
clauses were it wou'd be necessary for 
him to do it. There was a clause 
dealing with the method of rais‘ng 
money, Which was practically veste1 in 
the Secretary of State for India. That 
high official might raise the money by 
any method, at any times, and at any 
rate of interest he thought fit. He 
might raise the money issued by bonds 
under the hand of a member of 
the Council, countersigned by the 
Secretary of State; by debentures, by 
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bills, or by the issue of capital stock. 
As a rule, one-half of the money was 
raised in this country and the other 
half in India, but for the money raised 
in India the Indian Exchequer paid 3} 
per cent., while the money raised in this 
country was paid only 3 per cent. That 
difference of 4 per cent. was paid, so 
it was said, to give the people of India an 
interest in the debt of India. He thoug it 
that was not a satisfactory explanation. 
It did not at all follow that the part of 
the loan issued in India was taken up by 
the people of India. Moreover, the Indian 
stock bearing 35} per cent. might be 
transferred to persons in this country ; 
there was no restriction that the stock 
should be held by the natives of India. 
The result was that, after all, there was 
no security that the monev was bein: 
invested by the people of India. It 
seemed to him, therefore, that the Indian 
Government should simply borrow the 
money required wherever it could be got 
at the cheapest price, and he did not see 
why the Indian revenue should be saddled 
with that additional $ per cent, 

There was a clause which stated that 
the Commission which dealt with the pay- 
ment to the East India Company of the 
composition in lieu of stamp duties should 
pay composition in respect of the bonds 
to be raised under this Act. The Secretary 
of State, he hoped, would be able to tell 
the House what was the amount for 
which the East India Company com- 
pounded for the stamp duties, As the 
loans inereased obviously the composition 
would increase also, and what he wanted 
to know was what was the amount 
originally fixed, and what it would reach 
now. These were only a few of the 
questions which occurred to him on which 
information should be given by the 
Secretary of State. There could be ro 
doubt whatever that the railway system 
was of the utmost importance t» India, 
not only for strategic purposes, but for 
fighting famines, and for the purposes of 
trade and locomotion generally. He 
would like to know whether it was the 
intention of the Railway Board to utilise 
the Indian railways in developing the 
steamboat and other traffic on the great 
rivers of India. These waterways should 
be developed in every possible way, b:- 
cause carriaze by them was cheaper and 
more profitable to the people. 
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*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
there was a very general impression 
among hon. Members, derived principally 
from speeches by different Secretaries of 
State, that the railways of India had 
been very well managed. On the contrary, 
the working and administration of rail- 
ways in India could not be considered at 
all satisfactory. The Indian Government 
in 1902, quite conscious of this fact them- 
selves, appointed a Commissioner of great 
experience and ability, Mr. Thomas 
Robertson, to make inquiry, and that 
gentleman reported very fuliy on the 
subject. Mr. Robertson stated that the 
conclusion forced upon him was that 
root and branch reforms in the railway 
system of India were necessary and would 
be productive of lasting good ; that the 
development of railways in India should 
not be hampered in the way it had been, 
and that they must be wrought more on 
the lines of commercial enterprise than in 
the past. The present Secretary of State 
had, he believed, displayed great adminis- 
trative ability in initiating many impor- 
tant reforms, and a Railway Board had 
been appointed, composed of a chairman 
and two members, which would have the 
very best result in perfecting the railway 
system of the country. It was in the 
financial management ot railways in 
India, he thought, that the greatest mis- 
takes had been made, and private enter- 
prise had been almost entirely crushed 
out. Mr. Robertson remarked in his 
Report that the only lines which the 
Government were prepared to allow 
private companies to take up were those 
which were not expected to be profitable 
to the State. 

The new departure taken for the rais- 
ing of the £20,000,000 would, he thought, 
give the Government a solid basis on 
which to work. With the large sum of 
£20,000,000 at their dispos.], they would 
be able to proceed with their works upon 
a thorough and systematic basis with 
great advantage to the country. On 
the whole it was with great pleasure that 
he beard the proposal, which, he believed, 
would leave a greater surplus of Govern- 
inent Funds to be devoted to the 
important work of irrigation. He quite 


agreed with what the hon. M mber for 
Mid-Lanark had said with regard to the 
bigher rate of interest to be paid for 
that part of the loan to be raised in 
When the Indian Currency of 


India. 


{COMMONS} 











(Railways) Bill. 


1897 was passed, one of the principal 
objects which was brought before the 
House by the then Secretary of State 
for India was that the financial liability 
of India should be raised to the same 
level as that of this country. On the 
contrary, they found that it was going 
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to be handicapped to the extent 
of 4 per cent. He did not see 
the necessity for that at all. If 


British money was ready to be applied 
to India at 3 per cent., why should they 
not raise the whole £20,000,0;0 from 
the capital'sts of this country’ But 
the raising of a loan of £206,000,00), 
whether at 3 or 54 per cent. would be of 
the greatest advantage to India. and 
he hoped that in consequence a much 
larger percentage would be voted to 
irrigation works than previously, Far 
t»o little British money had been spent 
on railway extension, but ever so much 
less had been used in connection with 
irrigation works. He would press upon 
the right hon. Gentleman the great 
necessity that existed for extending the 
irrigation works. Those schemes had 
been thrown into the background by 
the railway schemes; but now that the 
railways were being properly provided 
for he hoped that the Secretary of State 
for India would see that the much more 
necessary irrigation schemes got the re- 
quired amount of capital devoted to them. 
which would be even more beneticial to the 
population of India than the money spent 
on railways. 


Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich) ex- 
pressed his approval of the Bill. It had, 
he said, been his privilege to be associated 
with one of the largest railways in India. 
He had been chairman of it from the very 
commencement, and he was perfectly 
astonished at the work which the railways 
did in India. He re-echoed the words 
of his right hon. friend when, speaking 
the other evening. he said how much 
India owed to the railway system, and 
how important it was for this country 
to do all it could to further that system. 
He remembered going out to the opening 
of the railway with which he was con- 
nected, and meeting the Viceroy in the 
middle of what was then the jungle, and 
it was astonishing now to see what the 
railway had done for that district, and 
the immense amount of traffic which it 
carried. He felt that not merely the 
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present Government, but past Govern- 
ments also, had done a very great work 
for India in furthering the development 
of the railways. He was glad the Bill 
had been introduced, and he should be 
glad to see the floating debt on the 
Indian railways made more of a funded 
debt, because those associated with the 
railwavs knew how, from time to time, 
they had large amounts of debentures 
falling due which sometimes they could 
renew favourably and which sometimes 
they could not. It would be better if 
the floating debt were made a regular 
funding stock for the Indian railways. 
He considered it would be an 
advantage to India if the natives 


had an opportunity of investing 
their savings In their railways. He 


hought it would be a grand thing if 
they had that opportunity of taking a 
deep interest in a matter which had 
done so much for them; and he did not 
think there would be any great loss if 
they did encourage them to put their 
savings in the railways. 

He expressed his appreciation of the 
great advantage of the formation of 
the new Railway Board. The rail- 
way system in India had got beyond 
that organisation which was Satisfac- 
tory and which answered in its earlier 
days; something larger and more com- 
prehensive was required, and he was 
glad indeed that there was now a 
Railway Board in India. In Mr. Upton, 
the chairman, they had an authority on 
Indian railways to whom all would listen 
with satisfaction. He could speak very 
highly of Mr. Wynne, who was agent and 
chief engineer of the line with which he 
was connected, and with the gentleman 
from England they would have the 
advantage of experience gained not 
necessarily on the Indian lines. He 
therefore looked for the greatest advan- 
tage from the formation of the board. 
All who had listened to the statement of 
the Secretary of State for India must 
have felt much setisfaction that he had 
taken the view that the capital was 
safely invested, and that it was producing 
sO much income that there was no cost 
whatever, That was a satisfactory state 
of things of which they ought to be proud, 
and he congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman on being able to make such a 
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they would hear that the railways were 
earning sufficient to pay all the interest 
for which the State was liable and to 
bring in a large amount for the: country. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick. Surrey, Guildford) 
said that the hon, Member who hal 
introduced the debate had shown con- 
siderable knowledge of the subject, 
and while he had asked a good miny 
Questions, he had supplied most of the 
Answers. It had been forced upon him 
that there really was no man so com- 
petent to speak on the Indian railway 
system, and he would, no doubt, 
when the proper time came take up 
a position on that bench and be 
able to speak with authority. He en- 
deavoured on the previous occasion to 
give the House the figures which the 
hon. Member desired, and he went as 
fully into the question of the purchase 
of the Baroda line as the hon. Membex 
himself would have done had he been in 
his place, and he had no more to say 
upon the terms. They might know, 
but they were bound not to say. Thev 
might buy the railway perhaps by the 
allocation of stock, or perhaps by the 
payment of annuities; but until the 
method of purchase was settled the 
whole question must remain a secret. 
The House had with a unanimous voice 
on the Indian Budget declared its 
strong conviction that the time had 
come to pursue a more generous and 
not necessarily quite so cautious a 
policy in developing Indian railways; 
and, having used up the money pre- 
viously voted by way of loan, they now 
required a large margin of £8,000,000 
or £10,000,000 with which to carry 
out those great operations, the benefits 
of which, in safeguarding the country 
agaivst famine and in creat'ng prosperity, 
were recognised on both sides of the 
House. They were not asking for any- 
thing extravagant. 

His hon. friend had stated that irriga- 
tion had fallen into the background. 
He could assure him that that was not 
the case. Two very large projects had 
been started during the past year, and, al- 
though irrigation was necessarily bounded 
by certain limitations, he could premise 
the hon. Member that those schemes 


Statement. He hoped that in future | would not be put in the background in 
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consequence of any money spent upon 
the railways. 


F¥He would ‘like to 
points to which the hon. Member 
had drawn his attention. Jn the first 
place, he had asked him how the new Rail- 
way Board was getting on. The speech 
of the hon. Member behind him had given 
the general view. The railway svstem 
had grown beyond the mere departmental 
control previously exercised over it, and 
the new board had already taken up 
some of the most urgent questions as to 
the provision for third-class traffic, 
the equalisation of railway rates, the 
general co-ordination of the railway 
system, and the effect of Government 
competition upon private enterprise. 
The board had sat now for several 
months, and he could vouch that it was 
doing good. sound, and effective work. The 
hon, Member had also asked him with 
regard to the rupee loans at 54 per cent. 
as compared with the sterling loans at 3 
percent. That might appear to be an 
anomalous state of things, but the first 
thing they had to consider in India, as in 
every other country, was the care of the 
people, to give them to the largest ex- 
tent possible opportunities of investing 
their money in the securities of the coun- 
try. He wanted, and it was necessary, 
to interest the people of India in their 
own securities, They had ‘had under 
consideration the question of rupee loans, 
and thev were not otherwise than alive 
to the distinction between 3 and 3} per 
cent., but whatever might be the ulti- 
mate result of their deliberations, the 
state of the money market for some 
years past had not been such as to 
justify any very large transactions or 
any large methods of conversion, but, 
if they would give them a little time, he 
thought they would be able to show 
& good return and that they were doing 

i . 5 
their best for the community. The Bill 
was neither novel nor extensive in its 
scope, and he was sure it would be 
yratifving to the people of India and 
encovraging to these who were pressing 
forward a policy accepted bv all parties, 
if they were allowed to make progress 
with it. 
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deal with two 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) expressed ‘indebtedness to the 
Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 
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hon, Members who had elicited the right 
hon, Gentleman’s interesting statement, 
which he believed would enable them to 
render the support for which he asked, 
He himself took particular interest in 
this question, because it was eleven 
years since he had the pleasure as 
well as the duty of advocating a similar 
policy to the present in the India Council, 
He did not then anticipate that in so 
short atime so much progress would have 
been made, but he was bound to say that 
the India Council in London aad the 
Indian Government had during the last 
ten years proceeded, if slowly, very surely, 
and the Indian railways had now reached 
a point at which they not only paid 
something over 5 per cent. on the 
capital invested, but were giving a large 
contribution, increasing at a great rate 
vear by vear, towards the genera! revenue 
of the country. There ought not to be 
any question of competition between 
irrigation and railways. The Govern- 
ment of India had never neglected 
irrigation, and he was satisfied that they 
were doing all that they could in the 
matter. After hearing the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and aiter reading 
the very ciear exposition of the irrigation 
history which Lord Curzon gave at the 
meeting of the Legislative Council some 
two or three months ago, he had formed 
the opinion that the Government of India 
were doing their best to carry out this 
work. He thought the appointment ofa 
Railway Board would prove an economical 
and at the same time a very judicious 
administration of the railway system, and 
he hoped the House would put out of 
sight all Party considerations and support 
what he believed would prove a_ bold, 
progressive, and successful policy. 
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Mr. FIELD ((Dublin, St. Patrick) sald 
the system of co-ordination and national- 
isation of railways might be adopted in 
Ireland with great advantage. The rail- 
ways in India were a national asset and 
formed a kind of security into which 
money could be put by the natives, and 
they developed the trade and commerce 
of the country. He thought an applica 
tion of the same system would be very 
useful in Ireland. He congratulated the 
right hon, Gentleman on approaching the 
matter in a broad national spirit; and 
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he trusted that the administration of the 
Railway Board would help India to 
emerge from poverty. He did not rise to 
oppose the Bill; on the contrary, he 
welcomed it; though he thought it 
should have been introduced earlier to 
have enabled them to discuss the details. 
He rose only in order to drive home to 
the House that what could be done ought 
to be done much nearer home. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said it did not seem to him advisable that 
in the present state of the money market 
the Government should have the oppor- 
tunity of putting out further loans than 
their immediate needs, He therefore 
regarded the large margin of £9,000,000 
as somewhat dangerous. He agreed, 
however, with the idea of raising some of 
the money in India, Although they 
might have to pay something more for 
it, it was exceedingly desirable that 
as much money should be raised in India 
as possible, quite apart from the advan- 
tage it would have of interesting the 
people themselves in the railways. He 
hoped that the money market would be 
relieved by some statement that it was 
not likely that the full amount would be 
raised at the present moment. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he thought the right hon, Gentleman 
would have saved a great deal of time 
if he had in the first instance explained 
the Bill. The Government had been 
‘omplimented on the way they managed 
affairs in India. The railways, however, 
were not well managed. He had _ not 
travelled on the Bengal and Nagpur 


Railway, but he had travelled on the 
other great railways, and he had never 


witnessed more disgraceful treatment of 
third-class passengers. They were shame- 
fully bundled about by the police, and 
packed in carriages like herrings in a 
barrel. He knew that Lord Curzon 
had noticed this state of affairs, and 
it was one of the things which caused 
him to instruct Mr. Robertson to 
goto India and make a Report. Tue 
railways, no doubt, were splendidly 
managed from the shareholders’ point of 
view, but they were very badly managed 
indeed in the interests of the natives, 


He hoped things wou'd be changed and 
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that third-c'ass ‘passengers would be very 
differently treated in the future. He 
agreed with his hon. friend that it was a 
bad time to go to the money market for 
additional money, and however muchi 
they desired to see railway extension"in 
India, they might pay too dearly for it. 
Toe right hon, Gentleman had given no 
indication whatever as to what the 
‘‘other purposes” were, and some 
explanation on that point was certainly 
required. The high rate of interest at 
which this borrowing was being carried 
out was absurd. It would be much better 
for the sake of India that the right hon. 
Gentleman should raise his money in the 
money market here and so reduce the tax 
on the people of India forinterest. He was 
deeply disappointed that the Secretary of 
State had not referred to the points 
raised by the hon. Member for Mid- 
Lanark, who had devoted considerable 
time to his researches, and was entitled 
to some reply. 


Mr. BRODRICK made a brief state- 
ment, Which was inaudible in the Press 
Gallery. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


for to-morrow, 


ISLE OF MAN CUSTOMS BILL. 
[SeEconp READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be 
time.” 


now read a second 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lauarkshire, Mid.) 
explained that the Bill simply imposed on 
the Isle of Man the extra duties imposed 
upon this country by the Budget Bill. 
The Isle of Man Government, instead of 
paying the extra duties, put the money 
into their own pockets for their own ‘ad- 
ministrative purposes. He thought it 
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was necessary that he should explain the 
object of this Bill. 


Adjournment 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he should like a little explanation 
of this Bill. The Bill proposed ad- 
ditional duties on tobacco, tea, and 
spirits imported into the Isle of Man, 
and said that they should continue 
to be charged, levied, and paid as from 


August Ist, 1905, until August Ist, 
1906. It was clear that this bill could 


not be passed through all its stages before 
August Ist. In case tea, tobacco, and 
spirits were imported into the Isle of 
Man before this Bill was passed, could ihe 
duties under this Bill be imposed / 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DisH, Derbyshire, W.) said the duties 
were imposed the Isle of Man 
Legislative Assembly, but it was neces- 
sary that they should be confirmed by 
the passing of this Act. 


bv 


Major SEELY (isle of Wight) asked 
if it was a tact that the differentiation 
between stripped and unstripped tobacco 
in this country was not applied to the 


Isle of Man? If that were so he 
thought it demanded some attention, 
If this differentiation was a good 


thing for this country why should it 
not also apply to the Isle of Man? He 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have some explanation to offer. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 


QUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) said they did 
not impose all their dvties upon 


the Isle of Man. The Legislative As- 
sembly proposed the duties, but the Gov- 
ernment here had to either confirm or 
disallow them. They were not in the 


habit of taking the initiative of imposing 

new duties unless the Legislative Assem- 

bly of the Isle of Man had previously 

passed them, and had asked them to con- 
Mr. Caldrell. 


{COMMONS} 








of the House. 
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firm those duties. The reason why the 
differentiation in regard to stripped and 
unstripped tobacco had not been applied 
to the Isle of Man was probably because 
they would not be affected by it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


SERVICE OF MILITIAMEN BILL [Lorps}. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


SEAMEN’S AND SOLDIERS’ FALSE 
CHARACTERS BILL [Lorps}. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


Wheveupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 31st day of July, M:. 
SpEAKER adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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Tuesday, 1st August, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill 
[u.t.]. Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


North Eastern Railway Bill; North 
Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill. 
© Read 5*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


e Member. 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill [#.t.]; Stonehaven Har- 
bour Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


Esk Valley Power-Gas Order Con- 
firmation Bill [H.u.]. Returned trom 
the Commons agreed to, with an Amend- 
ment. The said Amendment to be 
considered on Thursday next. 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [u.1.]; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
{u.t.}; Blackpool Improvement Bill 
[H.L.]; Corbett Estate Bill [H.L.] ; County 
of London Electric Supply Company 
Bill [u.1.]; Nottingham Corpearation 
Bill [u.u.]; North Metropolitan Electric 
Power Supply Bill [w.1.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments. The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 


ment of a Speech indicates revision by th 


Humber Conservancy Bill  [H.1.]; 
’ Littlehampton Urban District Council 
: Bill [u.1.]; Shepton Mallet Gas Com- 
\ pany (Electric Lighting) Bill [H.1.]; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire 
Water Board Bill [H.1.]. Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments, 


1sterisk (*) at the commence 


Liverpool Corporation Bill. Returned 
from the Commons, with the Amend- 
ments agreed to. 


Bristol Corporation Bill. The King’s 
consent signified ; and Bill reported, with | 
Amendments. 


VOL, CL. 


U 


[FourtH Seriszs]} 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY AGENCY. 

Rules to be observed by the officers of 
the House and by all Parliamentary 
agents and solicitors engaged in prose- 
cuting proceedings in the House of Lords 
upon any petition or Bill. Ordered to be 
laid before the House.—(The Chairman of 
Committees.) 





NEW ZEALAND APPEALS. 

Return of appeals from New Zealand 
to His Majesty in Council, from January, 
1905, to July, 1905, inclusive. Ordered 
to be laid before the House.—(The Lord 
Chancellor.) 


CANADA, 
Correspondence relating to the garrisons 


of Halifax and Esquimalt. 


NAVY (HEALTH). 
Statistical Report of the Health of the 
Navy, for the year 1904. 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE (OBSERVATORY): 

Report of His Majesty’s Astronomer 
at the Cape of Good Hope to the Secretary 
of the Admiralty, for the year 1904. 


TRAMWAY ORDERS. 
Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the Tramways Act, 
1570, during the Session of 1905. 


TRADE REPORTS. I. (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3466. France (Martinique). 
No. 3467. Turkey (Smyrna). 
No. 3468. China (Amoy). 


II. (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES) 
No. 655. Japan (Report on Japanese 
Paper-making). 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSIVES FACTORIES 
AND TESTING STATIONS IN BEL- 
GIUM, GERMANY, AND HOLLAND). 

Report to the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department, by Captain M. B. 

Lloyd and Captain A. P. H. Desborough, 


| His Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, 


on visits to certain explosives factories 
and testing stations in Belgium Germany, 
and Holland. 

2N 








Public Health Acts 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
450. Wei-hai-Wei (Report for 
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No. 
1904). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF HERT- 
FORD). 

Order made by the county council of 

the county of Hertford dividing the 


Northern or Hitchin Parliamentary Divi- 


sion into polling districts. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Closing order made by the Ballymoney 
Urban District Council. 


FORESHORES. 

Treasury Minute, dated 29th July, 1905, 
directing the application of moneys 
received by the Board of Trade in the 
year ended 31st March, 1905, in respect of 
the rights and interests of the Crown in 
the foreshores of the United Kingdom. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE 'TO 
CROPS BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment ; and to be 


read 3° on Thursday next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) 


BLLL [uu]. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). 
[The Earl of ONsLow in the Chair.] 
Clause 1; 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
said that the Amendment standing in his 
name was to give effect to what the 
Select Committee agreed upon if it were 
necessary. When this Bill was referred 
to the Select Committee it was understood 
that it only applied to places which had 
building by-laws under the general law, 
but not to those which had building 
by-laws and regulations under a local 
Act of Parliament. It did not seem 


to be quite clear in the words of the | 
exemption section that it only excluded 


LORDS} 
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(Amendment) Bill 


{the administrative county of London, 
He could not undertake to say whether 
/or not there might be some obscure 
| references in other parts of the Bill which 
'might exclude not only London but any 
| place which had a local Act of Parliament, 
| But as the intention of the Committee was 
that no place which was working under 
a local Act should be included he thought 
it well to make it clear. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page |, line 9, after the word * London, 
to insert the words ‘ and of such places as have 
received their authority in reference to public 
health, or to regulitions atfecting building, 
from local Acts of Parliament.’ ”’—( Lord 
Stanley of Ald rley.) 


Lorp HYLTON hoped his noble 
triend would not think it necessary to 
press this Amendment. He had taken 
legal advice and was told that the Amend- 
ment was quite unnecessary, because 
where special Acts existed they were not 
affected by this Bill, which only affected 
by-laws made under the general Public 


Health Act. 


*Lorp STANLEY or 
suid that after that statement on the 
part of the noble Lord he would not 
press his Amendment. It was clear that 
the Bill had no chance of becoming law 
this year, and therefore if anyone looking 
into it felt apprehensive that this point 
was not safeguarded, it could be made 
clear by drafting. 


ALDERLEY 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to; 
Clause 4. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE asked to be 
allowed to say a few words on this clause 
_as a member of the Select Committee to 
which this Bill was referred. Their 
Lordships would perceive that Clause 4 
was in substitution for Clause 5 of the 
original Bill, to which he thought there 
was some general objection in all quarters 
of the House. By Clause 5 the Local 
Go-erament Board were permitted to 
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over-ride the decisions of the elected 
authority—namely, the district council— 
and substitute by-laws of their own in 
place of the by-laws which had been 
made by the district council; but by the 
present clause, as approved by the 
majority of the Select Committee, the 
Local Government Board were not 
enabled to over-ride and 
enact by-laws for an area 
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to cancel existing by-laws. Their Lord- 
ships would see that the position in 
that case would be that if the Local 
Government Board were permitted to 
cancel by-laws the area affected would 


then become without any by-laws at all. | 
how were they to restrain them if they 


There were many districts in the country 
at the present moment which had no 
by-laws. He thought it would be 
generally agreed that it was desirable 
that they should have by-laws, and 


the effect of this clause would be simply | 
to add other areas to those which already | 
| the right to appeal to the Court set up 
i by this Bill; that the decision of that 


had no by-laws. 


Then there appeared to him to be a 


great defect in this clause, as it pointed | 


to no persons who were to set the Local 
Government Board in motion, and left 


it, therefore, to the Local Government | 
| Local Government 


Board itself to take the initiative. He 


did not know what the opinion of the | 
Local Government Board was upon this | 
| as it stood would be got over, and the 


clause, but he ventured to think they 


were not perfectly satisfied with it as it | 
at present stood, because it was obvious | 
that if the Local Government Board had | 
to take the initiative, not only with regard | 
to districts, but with regard to villages | 
and specific buildings, they would be | 


compelled, if the Bill was to be of any 
value at all, to increase their inspectors, 


Which would also mean an increase in | 


another ob- 
gave the 


expenditure. There was 
jection to this clause. It 
Local Government Board 


agreed to by the district council and had 


become, in consequence of the solemn | 
approval of the Local Government Board, | 


the law in that district. The Local Gov- 
ernment Board were given power to break 
this solemn contract, and to cancel 
the existing law on their own ipse dixit. 


He would not go so far as to say that 
they were reviving the dispensing power 
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themselves | 
presided | 
over by a district council, but only | 
be given a statutory dispensing power 


power to| 
disallow a set of by-laws which had been | 
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of James II., but he would say they were 
putting a new power in the hands of a 
Ministerial Department which he ven- 
tured to think had never been given to 
any Department before. It was obvious 
that there must be some form of dis- 
pensing power, but the question was 
in what body the dispensing power was 
to be vested. For his own part he had 
ventured to suggest to the Select Com- 
mittee that all district councils should 


within safe limits. But, if they did this, 
they were faced with this problem. 
How were they going to set them to 
work if they were lazy and refused to 
put the statutory power in action? or 


put it too much in action and used it 
for unsatisfactory purposes ? He would 
suggest that the electors, if they con- 
sidered themselves aggrieved by the 
action of the district council in not 
putting the Act in foree, should have 


Court should be final, unless when it was 
referred again to the district council 
a majority of that council should dis- 
approve of it, in which case it should 
be open to the electors to call upon the 
Board to hold an 
inquiry, and their decision would be final. 
In that way the objections to Clause 4 


Local Government Board would not be 
unnecessarily called upon to increase 
the number of their inspectors or incur 
additional expense. 


He had not put down an Amendment 
in this direction because he felt that 
the Bill could not become law during 
the present session; but if he was 
assured by the representative of the 
Local Government Board that they 
absolutely approved of the course laid 
down in this particular clause, and if 
he was also assured that the Government 
were prepared to give jacilities in another 
place in order to enable the Bill to be- 
come law this session, then he reserved 
to himself the right of putting down 


| Amendments on the Third Reading. He 


was sure they were all anxious that 


| something should be doe in this direc- 


tion, and he looked upon the Bill as a 
step in the right direction, 


2N2 
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Lorp KENYON, on behalf of the Local 
Government Board, assured the House 
that that Department looked upon the 
Bill with very great sympathy, but there 
were some of its details which required 
alteration. He thought that every one 
ot their Lordships must feel that some- 
thing was necessary in the way of an 
amendment of the present working of 
by-laws in rural as opposed to urban 
districts, and the President of the Local 
Government Board looked with great 
sympathy upon the attempt to modify 
the present action in this matter. At 
the same time, the Local Government 
Board felt that there was no chance of the 
Bill passing into law this year, and they 
certainly did not propose to give facilities 
in another place for the passing of it. It 
did not seem necessary, therefore, to go 
into it in very great detail. As Lord 
Burghclere had said, there were con- 
siderable differences of opinion with 
regard to this clause, and the Board did 
not feel themselves able at present to 
advise in these particular details. The 
suggestions of Lord Burghclere were not 
on the Paper, and therefore he could not 
state what the view of the Local Govern- 
ment Board was concerning them. But 
the suggestion that there were no means of 
putting the Local Government Board 
in motion was hardly correct. What 
would take place would no doubt be 
this, that an aggrieved person would 
write to the Local Government Board, 
who, if they thought fit, would act on 
that person’s suggestion. He did not 
think there would be much difficulty 
in that course. While approving of 
the general principle of the Bill the 
Local Government Board withheld their 
consideration of its details until next 
year. 


Lorp HYLTON hoped Lord Burghclere 
would acquit him of any discourtesy if 
he did not enter into any lengthy defence 
of this clause as it stood, as his noble 
friend had not put down any Amend- 
ment. They all felt that owing to the 
advanced stage of the session the Bill 
could not become law this year, but he 
hoped the Local Government Board 
would be good enough to give the details 
of the Bill their careful consideration 
during the recess, in order that early 
next session, When it was reintroduced, 


{LORDS} 
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the Local Government Board might 
not tell the House that they had not had 
time to consider the details of the 
measure. He really thought that in 
self-defence he must say that the Bill 
was brought in some months ago; it 
had had the good fortune to be favourably 
received by their Lordships’ House and 
of being fully considered by a Select 
Committee. He could not help feeling 
that the Local Government Board had 
| had ample time to consider the details. 
At any rate, he hoped that during the 
recess the matter would receive their full 
consideration. As regarded the dis- 
pensing power which Lord Burghclere 
would like to see given to district councils 
with regard to by-laws, he could only 
repeat what he had said when moving 
the Second Reading of the Bill, that he 
thought it would be a great misfortune 
to allow district councils to have this 
dispensing power, as it would undoubtedly 
lead to very undesirable results, and 
would not, so far as he could see, prove 
useful in any case. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE pointed out 
that district councils had a dispensing 
power at the pr-sent moment, because 
all they had to do was to make a fresh 
set of by-laws and get the Local Govern- 
ment Board’s approval to them. 


Lorp HYLTON: But only with the 


approval of the Local Government Board. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
said that as he understood Lord Burgh- 
clere did not intend to divide on this 
clause he should not do so, because he 
thought everyone was agreed that 
there should be some amendment of the 
law to enable more reasonable regula- 
tions for buildings to be applied. If he 
might be allowed to correct the noble 
Lord who represented the Local Govern- 
ment Board, he would point out that the 
application of strict town conditions 
was inapplicable, not merely in rural 
district areas, but in many urban districts 
as well, The question was not the char- 
acter of the local authority controlling 
the building but the character of the 
building itself and of its isolation.. He 
did not think that at this moment they 
could discuss the rather elaborate alterna- 
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Burghclere and which was not even on the 
Paper. He did not himself place very high 
the danger of the action under Clause 4; 
but he did place rather high the mischief of 
putting into an Act of Parliament a 
transition from the region of settled 
rights to the region of dependence on 
an arbitrary will. On that account he 
would be glad to see Clause 4 out of 
the Bill. As they were all anxious that 
something substantial should be done, 
he urged upon those who would have 
the Bill in hand with a view to its 
presentation next year, that they should 
consider what was the best policy in 
order to put the Bill in such a form as 
to make the possibility of its becoming 
law as certain as possible. 


On Question, Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
explained that this Amendment was also 
one to give effect to what was agreed 
to in the Select Committee. Lord Ken- 
yon had communicated to him the 
opinion of the Local Government Board 
that there was a danger, if the provision 
stopped short at the words “an appeal 
toa Court of quarter sessions,” that the 
person who would now have a right to 
take the opinion of a superior Court on 
the legality of a by-law might be shut 
out. He therefore moved to add the 
words in his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 3, line 19, after the word ‘ sessions’ 
to insert the words ‘and tosuch other appeal 
as may now by law be open to him.’ ”’—(Lord 
Stanley of Alderley.) 


Lorp KENYON said that since he 
communicated with the noble Lord he 
had had a further opinion on this point. 
Clause 5 of the Bill purported to give to 
persons aggrieved by the requirements 
of any by-law the right to obtain a sum- 
mons for the decision of a Court of sum- 
mary jurisdiction as to the validity ot 
the by-law, subject to an appeal to 
quarter sessions. The Amendment 
sought to give an addition to the right 
of appeal. It was not at all clear what 
was meant. Perhaps the noble Lord 
wished to enable one of the parties to 


{i Aveust 1905} 





(Amendment) Bill. 1062 


have a case stated under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1879, but the right to 
have a case stated was not, strictly speak- 
ing, a right of appeal. It was only a 
right to have the decision of the Court 
reviewed on the point of law. The 
Amendment as it stood would effect 
nothing, but would leave matters pre- 
cisely where they were. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
intimated that he would not press his 
Amendment, his object having been to 
call attention to a matter which they all 
agreed to in the Select Committee. The 
Bill would pass into careful hands before 
it appeared in Parliament again, and he 
hoped it would be made clear that the 
Court of quarter sessions was not to be 
the final Court of Appeal. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury) said that the first part of 
Clause 5 was intelligible enough, but the 
second part was an entirely new de- 
parture. As a matter of drafting it 
ought to be in totally different sections. 
The first part of the clause contemplated 
deciding a point of law, whether a 
particular by-law was valid or not; 
the second part referred to a question 
of discretion, whether or not under the 
circumstances the law ought to be 
insisted on. Those were totally different 
things, and had no relation to each other. 
With regard to the first part of the 
clause, he agreed with what had been 
said by the noble Lord in moving the 
Amendment. The question of the valid- 
ity of a by-law was a matter of extreme 
importance, and the notion of leaving 
the final decision on that point to a 
stipendiary magistrate or even to quarter 
sessions was a mistake. The question 
of the validity of a by-law might affect 
the whole neighbourhood, and he thought 
it an extraordinary thing to leave the 
final decision on such a matter to the 
tribunal in the clause. The second part 
of the clause was a novelty in our law. 
It was to this effect— 

** Any persons challenging the reasonable- 
ness of such requirements may appeal to a 
body of three persons appointed by the county 
council, who shall determine whether it is rea- 
sonable and desirable that such requirements 
he dispensed with.” 

Not only was this provision a novelty 
in our law, but the course proposed did 
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not seem to him to be either a practicable 
or a desirable one to pursue. 


Lorp HYLTON said his’ original 
Clause 5 was differently worded. He 
was not responsible for the present 
wording, for his clause was considerably 
mangled, he was sorry to say, in the 
Select Committee. He fully recognised 
that there was a certain amount of 
novelty in the clause as it stood. But 
the tribunal proposed to be set up was 
not a novel one, because all new buildings 
in London could be referred, in the last 
event, to a tribunal of skilled persons ; 
and it was the opinion of the Select Com- 
mittee that it would be a good thing to 
get the county councils in the country to 
set up such a tribunal, which should 
include the county surveyor and possibly 
the county medical officer of health. 
He recognised that the Bill might require 
some amendment should it be brought 
forward in another session, but its 
promoters were very anxious, and he 
hoped the House would take this view, 


that the Bill should pass their Lordships’ | 


House as it stood this session. They 
knew it could not go any further this 
year, but there was a general feeling, not 
only in the House but in the country, that 
some considerable amendment of the 
present system of building by-laws was 
absolutely necessary, and if this Bill were 
read a third time as it stood it would 
show that their Lordships sympathised 
with the desire for some reform in these 
matters, 


Lorp BURGHCLERE pointed out 
that the provision originally gave to 
the Court of summary jurisdiction not 
only the power to decide on the validity 
of the by-law, but also with regard to the 
reasonableness of each requirement. He 
had ventured in the Select Committee 
to say that he did not like the idea of a 
judicial body of that kind interfering 
with what he might call the adminis- 


tration of an elective body, and he | 


proposed to divide the two things, 
giving to the judicial body the power of 
deciding on the interpretation of the law, 
and to the committee of the county 
council the power of deciding on the 
administration of the law. He thought 


that was the idea in the heads of those 
who supported the Amendment bringing 
The Ear! of Halshury. 


{LORDS} 
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the clause into its present form. As the 
Bill would not be further proceeded with 
until next session, there would be ample 
time for this point to be considered, 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said that 
both Lord Kenyon and the noble Lord 
opposite misunderstood his criticism, 
He said nothing about the propriety or 
impropriety of having some authority 
which might make a_ by-law elastic, 
That was a totally different thing. This 
clause gave the three persons to be ap- 
pointed under it power to over-rule the 
by-law. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY said 
they had plenty of evidence that occasion- 
ally local authorities waived their by-laws 
when it became a matter of common sense 
that they should be waived. Sometimes, 
if the local authority were a mixture of 
technicality and virtue, they insisted on 
their by-laws being carried out, however 
absurd they were. He entirely agreed 
with Lord Hylton that it would be very 
undesirable to give the local body which 
made the by-laws power to dispense with 
their own by-laws, but they felt that there 
should be a body external and impartial 
to which there should be a prompt and 
cheap appeal. It could be dealt with in 
this way with a minimum of cost and a 
maximum of speed. It was extremely 
desirable that they should have a new 
enactment to meet this growing evil. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


On Question, Clause 5 agreed te 


The Amendments proposed by the 
Select Committee made; further Amend- 
ments made. Standing Committee 
negatived ; Bill to be read 5* on Monday 
next; and to be printed as amended. 


(No. 159.) 


MATRIMONTAL CAUSES BILL [aw |. 
[SECOND READING] 

Order of the Day for the Second 

Reading read, 

Bar. 


RUSSELL: My Lords, the 


| Bill which I have presented to your 
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Reading of which I am now about to 
move, is @ very considerable modification | 
of those measures which I have submitted | 
previously. The Bill is an extremely | 
short Bill, consisting practically of one | 
clause. I have modified the provisions 
of the Bill which I introduced before in 
deference to the feelings of the House | 
and to the remarks of the noble and | 
learned Lord on the Woolsack. The 
noble and learned Lord, speaking, I 
think, with his tongue in his cheek, re- 


Lordships this year, and the Second | 
| 


ferred me on the previous occasion to 


the wisdom of Parliament which my 
attempts at legislation were hurling 


themselves against. I think an historical 
examination of the circumstances of 
1856 and 1857, and of the conditions under 
which the Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 
became law, will show that the wisdom 
of Parliament ultimately expressed itself, 
as it generally does in our legislation, in 
a compromise between two opposing 
factions ; and that the Bill which was then 
passed, while opposed on account of its 
latitude by one section of opinion, was 
opposed by another section because it 
did not go far enough. 


The object of this Bill is to add to the 
reasonable grounds for divorce a vinculo 
the matrimonial offence of desertion, 
and to insert in the operative section— 
Section 27—of the Matrimonial Causes 
Act, 1857, additional words giving deser- 
tion without cause for two years and 
upwards as a ground for a divorce a 
vinculo. 1 may be asked why I have 
taken the particular period of two 
years, 
the exact words used in the Act of 1857, 
which is now in force, to describe the 
matrimonial offence of desertion. 
remedy now given is one of judicial 
separation, and the object of this measure 
is to give a judicial remedy and a superior 
remedy—an entire divorce a vinculo. I 
do not wish to repeat the many quota- 
tions I have already given to the House, 





but I need hardly tell your Lordships | 
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divorce was a logical and natural accom- 
paniment of a Protestant country, and 
of a country which no longer felt itself 
bound by the traditi ns of the Roman 
Catholic Church. 


In the discussion on the Bill of 1857, 
which constitutes the present law of this 
country, we find that extensions of the 
ground for divorce were urged. The 
Prime Minister of that time, Lord Pal- 
merston, himself said in the House of 
Commons that he considered that a 
judicial separation was not a satisfactory 
remedy for the matrimonial offence of 
desertion. Mr. Gladstone opposed the 
Bill itself, naturally, at all its stages ; 
but Mr. Gladstone himself said that he 
could readily conceive that there were 


| other causes which might be as good 


I have taken the exact period and | 


The | 


that an extension of the grounds for | 


divorce has had support in this country 
from different quarters from the time 
that the question of divorce was 
first discussed. At th» time of the 
Reformation it was, of course, perceived 


and as reasonable causes for divorce as 
the cause of adultery. Your Lordships’ 
House also took an active part in the 
discussion, and several noble Lords ex- 
pressed the opinion that desertion should 
be a ground for divorce. Protests were 
presented by Lord Lyndhurst, by Lord 
Hutchinson, and by other noble Lords, 
stating that desertion should be in their 
opinion a ground for divorce, and a 
division was taken upon an Amendment 
to that effect. But from 1857 to the 
present time practically no amendment 
has been made in the substantial law of 
divorce in this country. 


There have been some changes since 
then, and they have been changes partly 
of legislation, partly of judicial decisions, 
and partly of custom. One of these 
changes was effected by what is known 
as the Weldon Act, by which a decree 
of restitution was no longer enforced by 
attachment. Another change in the 
marital law arose out of the Jackson case. 
The effect of that decision has been that 
a husband and a wife in this country are 
no longer by the law of the country com- 
pelled to live together. A husband and 
a wile may separate without a judicial 
separation and may live entirely apart, 
but although the present law allows that, 
subject, I admit, to proceedings for 


| desertion after a time, and subject to a 
| decree of judicial separation, the law 


does not provide for any further breaking 
of the bond. and leaves the unfortunate 


that an extension of the grounds for, persons in that position withoet any 
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I wish to quote to your Lordships an 
article in The Times. The Times, I think, 
will not be accused of being a revolu- 
tionary newspaper; yet in a leading 
article on the Jackson case (March 20th, 
1891) The Times is to be found recognis- 
ing the absurdity of a legal fetter when 
all moral bonds are broken. This is what 
Lhe Times said— 

“Tt has been laid down that a man and 
woman cannot be compelled to live together 


ngainst the will of either. Very well. We 
have not a word to say against it. The 


principle is in harmony with modern feeling | 


and with modern legislation. But if this 
is so, if Mr. Jackson or anyone else is 
thus deprived of his wife’s society for good 


and all, why should he be in any way bound | 
Is it not a flagrant injustice that | 


to her? 


he should in future be compelled to regard | 


himself as her husband, more or less re- 
sponsible for her actions, certainly responsible 
for her debts, she bearing his name, and he 
bearing the burden of her claims upon him ? 
Freedom is a very fine thing, but let it not be 
one-sided. If a woman for no fault of the man 
is entitled to desert him, he ought in common 
justice to be free to have nothing more to do 
with her and to marry again.” 


[ have another quotation from a 
| 


recently-published work which contains | 
the reminiscences of one of the most ex- | 


perienced of our stipendiary magistrates, 
Mr. Plowden—who has been driven 
by his daily Police Court experience to 
write as follows— 


“T cannot help observing that I have often 
found myself wishing in the course of my 
duties that magistrates were clothed with the 
power to grant divorces as well as judicial 
separations. These latter are only in the 
nature of compromises, and often fall short of 
the full measure of relief which the cireum- 
stances demand, and which is not less deserved 
than ardently desired. To stretch a chain is 
something, but it is not the same thing as to 
break it. And there must be many and many 
a matrimonial link which galls and chafes so 
cruelly that to sever it in twain effectively and 
once for all offers the only hope of happiness.” 


Mr. Plowden goes on to say— 


“With regard to the far larger question of 
amending the grounds for divorcee, whatever 
may be the objections to such a course it can 
hardty be contended that the existing condition 
of things is wholly satisfactory. I say nothing 
of what some consider to be the transparent 
unfairness which puts the husband who seeks 
relief in such a mach better position than his 
wife. What presses on the minds of some 
people who recognise the propriety of granting 
divorces is the unwisdom of limiting relief 
practically to cases of infidelity. 


wretched married couple leading a cat-and- 


Earl Russell, 


{LORDS} 
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side, that the law will not help them unless one 
or the other is secretly unfaithful, is really 
almost an invitation to sin.” 
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| These, my Lords, are the deliberate 
expressions of opinion of Mr. Plowden, 
and you will see that on his experience 
| there has weighed the necessity—the 
imperative necessity—for some change in 
|a law, which has remained practically 
unaltered for fifty years. 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Turning from authorities at home, I 
invite your Lordships’ attention to the 
'significant fact that this is practically 
'the only Protestant country in which 
you have not some other ground for 
divorce than adultery. It is the case 
in the Protestant States of Europe and 
in America. We have this very matri- 
/monial offence of desertion recognised 


in Scotland as a fitting ground for 
‘divorce, and your Lordships have an 
example there at hand from which you 
are able to judge whether the extension 
of the grounds for divorce in that respect 
has or has not worked evil to the com- 
munity. [ do not feel that it requires 
any apology on my part for bringing 
this subject before your Lordships. 
This is distinctly a social matter which 
is erying aloud for a remedy. There is 
a social injustice perpetrated by the 
present state of the law; there are a 
large number of people who are suffering 
from the present state of the law and 
‘suffering in an unmerited way, from 
no fault of their own, but simply because 
this country has so far refused to amend 
its law and bring it into harmony with 
the requirements and desires of a great 
many of the subjects of this country. 


I was accused by the noble and learned 
Karl on the Woolsack on the last occa- 
sion when I brought this subject  for- 
ward of doing so because I had a personal 
interest in the matter. I confess I did 
/not quite understand the charge. If the 
noble and learned Lord meant. that I 
was thirsting to avail myself of some 
remedy I can assure him he is mistaken. 
But if he meant that I have had experi- 
ence of the injustice of our present law, 
I agree with him; but I do not see that 
that is any reason why I should refrain 
from doing all I can to prevent other 
people undergoing unnecessary suffering. 
It is also said very often that it is not 
for a private Member to bring in a 








m 
pl 


~ 











1069 Matrimonial 


measure of this character, but it should | 
be left to His Majesty’s Government. | 
There are, no doubt, a great many 
measures that should be brought in by | 
the Government, but I think all practical 

legislators know that the Government | 
never bring in a Bill until they are forced 

to do so by the pressure of public opinion. 

It requires the pressure of public opinion, 

and very often a pressure extending over 

a long series of years, before the Govern- 

ment will take in hand a reform, however 

much it may be required. 


I daresay that after many years some 
measure of this sort or some more com- 
prehensive measure may be brought in 
by the Government, but at the present 
time I feel compelled to bring this sub- 
ject before your Lordships, and I can 
assure you that some extension of the 
grounds for divorce, however it may | 
be supported in this House, has already 
the support of a very large body of public 
opinion among thinking men and others 
who have been brought in contact with 
the necessity of the case and who have 
felt that the present divorce law does not 
provide an adequate remedy, more especi- 
ally in so far as the poorer classes are 
concerned, ‘This is a subject which your 
Lordships should be willing to discuss 


your judgment upon as to whether any 
remedy is needed and what remedy. It 
is for the purpose of giving your Lord- 
ships that opportunity that I have 
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| Earl of Hauspury) : 
/noble Earl is entirely mistaken in his 


_application to the noble Earl. 
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brought in this measure, and I beg to 
move that it be nowread a second time. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now 
read 2".”—(Earl Russell.) 
THz LORD CHANCELLOR (The 


My Lords, the 


reference regarding myself. I certainly 
had no intention of saying a word which 
could be supposed to have any personal 
This is 
a matter which can only be dealt with 
by the Government when it is shown 
that there is a large body of feeling in 
favour of the change. The relation of 
marriage has so many consequences 
attached to it that it would be very 
rash indeed to make experiments in 
the law of marriage, and I am sure your 
Lordships are not disposed to think 
that any case has been made out at 
present for an alteration of the law. 
I therefore feel it my duty to move that 
the Bill be read a second time this day 


i three months. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and add 
at the end of the Motion the words ‘this 


| day three months.’”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
and consider impartially, and exercise | 


On Question, whether the word “ now” 
shall stand part of the Motion, their 
Lordships divided. Contents, 4; Not- 
Yontents, 44 
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1 Pulace of 
TRADE MARKS BILL. 
[Seconp READING. } 


Order of the Day 
Reading read. 





for the Second 


* Kart SPENCER: My Lords, in|} 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill, 
I do not think it is necessary for me to 
go into a long description of it. It is 
principally a consolidation Bill, 
understand there is no opposition to it 
on the part of His Majesty's Government. 
The Bill has been before a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons. It 


and [| 


{LORDS} 


gives greater latitude to the definition | 


of a trade mark, The law with regard to 
appeals is hardly altered at all. The 


marks is included. There is also a 
provision to prevent persons making an 
improper use of the Royal Warrant. 
I understand that there is no opposition 
to the Bill, and I beg to move that it 
be read a second time 

Bill 


“That the be now read 


—(Earl Spencer.) 


Moved, 


on» 


* THE 
STATE For THE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MarLporoucn): My Lords, I 
rise to say that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment very willingly give their assent to 
the Second Reading of this measure, I 


understand that the more important of 


its provisions have been prepared with 
a view to meeting the representations 


which have been made by the chambers | 


of commerce and by other trade societies. 
During the passage of the Bill through 
the other House, the Board of Trade 
took a sympathetic interest in it, and the 
Permanent Secretary of the Board of 
Trade gave evidence before the Com- 
mittee to which the noble Earl has re- 
ferred embodying the views of his 
Department. The result of the delibera- 
tions of the Committee has been to make 
considerable improvements in the Bill 
itself, but at the same time [ must tell 
the noble Earl that the Government will 
have some Amendments to move when 
the Committee stage is reached, I 
believe that those 
of a controversial character, and there 
is no reason why they should delay the 
time of your Lordships’ House. If 


UNDER-SECRETARY © or 


; | unfinished 
Manchester clause dealing with cotton | 


only | 


Amendments are not | 
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the Government Amendments are ac- 
cepted, there is no doubt that this Bill 
| will strengthen an important branch of 
| the law, and that it will be of con- 
| siderable value and utility in commercial 
| circles, 


On Question, Bill read 2° 
mitted to a Committee of 
House on Thursday next. 


and com- 


the Whole 


? 


PALACK OF WESTMINSTER. 

*Lorp STANMORE rose to move that 
a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire and report with respect to the 
condition of the rooms in 
the Palace of Westminster appropriated 
| to the service of this House, and their 
approaches. The noble Lord said: My 
Lords, a right rev. Prelate who made his 
maiden speech in this House a few days 
/ago appealed to the indulgence of your 
| Lordships on the old schoolboy ground 
‘that it was a first fauit. I am afraid 


‘that with regard to this Motion I 
cannot so appeal, for I have — for 
/several years past brought it before 


you annually, However, perseverance 
and patience sometimes obtain a 
reward, and I have reason to believe 
that on the present occasion my Motion 


will receive a more favourable con- 
sideration from His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment than it has hitherto been fortunate 
enough to obtain. That being the case, 
I do not think it is necessary for me to 
detain your Lordships by repeating for 
the fifth or sixth time the arguments 
which I have urged in support of the 
Motion that I have brought forward and 
am now bringing forward again. 


But though I shall not enter into all 
those details, I wish in a few words to 
point out what the object of the Motion 
is and what it is not, because I find that 
on the part of some of my noble friends in 
this House there is a misapprehension on 
that point. The appointment of this 


| Committee does not imply, of necessity, 


any addition to the decoration of the 
House. Primarily it has nothing what- 
— to do with decoration. What it has 
to do with is the completion of that 
which is ine omplete. With the exception 


of this apartment and the Library there Is 
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no part of this division of the building | 
that is fully finished, and the object 


and duty of the Committee if ap- 


pointed, will be to ascertain first of all | 
what is incomplete, and, secondly, what 


{1 AuGusT 1905} 


is the best mode of remedying that | 


incompleteness. It may be by decora- 
tion of one kind or another. 
by a deliberate determination to abstain 


from decoration; but what I say is a 


It may be | 


scandal is this, that this unfinished state | 
of things has been allowed to go on for, 
| position which the Prince Consort had 


over forty years, ever since the time that 


the works of the House were suddenly | 


interrupted, 


When you have to deal with large | 


blank wall-spaces there are three ways in 
which you may treat them. They 
may be dealt with architecturally ; that 
is to say, with masonry, arcading, or 
panelling. They may be dealt with pietori- 
ally, or they may be left in bare ar d blank 
nakedness. It would be for the Committe 
to suggest what was to be done. When 
this House was first designed the inten- 


' Chancellor 


tion was that the blank wall-spaces should | 


be covered with architectural ornament, 
that its long galleries should be arcaded 
and panelled. Then that was, under the 
influence of the Fine Arts Commission, 
altered, and it was resolved that paintings 
and mosaics should form the principal 
adornment of these wall-spaces. Conse- 
quently all the walls were turned into 
gigantic stone picture frames. Some of 
these have had pictures put into them ; 
most of them are filled with green paper. | 
Familiarity and custom have made us| 
blind to what is perfectly perceptible to 
any stranger who comes here—namely, 


the incompleteness of things. I will) 
give you only one illustration. Your) 


Lordships are in the habit of going to and | 
fro from this apartment to the Library. | 
As you go down the passage, you see. 
before you a stone archway. Over that | 
stone archway are Tudor roses and coats- | 
of-arms and mottoes in sculpture and | 
colour; but as you come back from the 
Library, if you look at the corresponding 
stone arch on this side. you will see, not 
similar ornamentation, but a deep and 
unsightly hole with nothing in it—a 
hole where the plaster has been removed 
in order to make space for the filling in of 
sculpture or mosaic, but which has never 
been filled in. 


| and their approaches.’ 
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When the completion of the rooms, 
passages, corridors, and galleries of the 
House was interrupted,circumstances were 
much against the resumption of the work, 
First of all, there was the death of the 
late Prince Consort, who had always 
been the foremost in urging it on; 
secondly, there was, what was an open 
secret at the time—and is, I suppose, 
no secret now—the fact that Her late 
Majesty the Queen was most averse to 
having any of her subjects placed in the 


occupied, whilst at that time His present 


| Majesty had not shown that marvellous 
| tact and ability in managing Commissions 


and Boards which he subsequently dis- 


| played as Prince of Wales ; and, thirdly, 


there was in office a most economical 
of the Exchequer. All 
honour to Chancellors of the Exchequer 
who are economical, but I wish they 
were not always economical in tiny 
matters of art. Anyone who knows 
what trouble there was to get from 
Mr. Gladstone power to buy a picture for 
the National Gallery for a book for the 
British Museum will bear me out in this. 
It was extremely difficult to get from 
him money for the decoration of this 
House. I beg to move the Motion 
standing in my name, to which I under- 


'stand His Majesty’s Government pro- 


pose to give a favourable reception. 


Moved, “ That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report with 
respect to the unfinished condition of 
the rooms in the Palace of Westminster 
appropriated to the service of this House. 
>—(Lord Stanmore,) 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, as I 
had the honour of supporting the noble 
Lord’s Motion on a former occasion, I 
rise merely to say with what pleasure I 
heard from him that His Majesty’s 
Government are likely to meet him in 
this matter. I do think when we con- 
sider what other nations do for art, that 
it is almost a scandal that in this great 
Palace of the nation, with many 
opportunities, we should not give that 
encouragement to painting and sculpture 
which at a comparatively small cost 
might be given. I do not altogether 
agree with what my noble friend said 
as to Mr. Gladstone. IT recollect very well 


so 
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myself being in a Cabinet where he did 


agree to, I think, £75,000 for one picture, | 


and £20,000 for another. 


*Lorp STANMORE: I did not say _ 


Mr. Gladstone always refused money. 


‘THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Lord Winpsor): My Lords, 
it has been a matter of very great regret 
to me that on former occasions when 
the noble Lord has brought this question 
before the House I have only been able 
to express sympathy with the object he 
has had in view. I am glad, therefore, 
that I am able to say on this occasion 
that His Majesty’s Government do not 
desire to oppose the inquiry which he 
asks for. I think it was the noble Earl 
opposite, the Leader of the Opposition, 
who last year suggested that the inquiry 
ought to take the form of a Joint 
Committee of both Houses, as_ it 
deals with the decoration of West- 
minster Palace, which is a matter that 
concerns both Houses of Parliament. All 
that I can say now is that the Govern- 
ment agree to an inquiry, but I must 
ask the noble Lord to give me time for 
consideration as to the exact form that 
inquiry should take. 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and 
ordered accordingly. 


NDIAS(ARMY ADMINISTRATION), 


*TuE Marquess or RIPON rose to call 
attention to two Papers recently pre- 
sented on the subject of Indian Army 
Administration, and to move for further 
Papers. The noble Marquess said: My 
Lords, I rise to draw attention to a 
question of very great importance, 
because it relates to nothing less than 
proposals calculated fundamentally to 
alter the present administrative arrange- 
ments of the Government of India, and, 
indeed, as it seems to me, the constitution 
of that Government itself. Perhaps, 
before I proceed to discuss the Papers to 
which I am anxious to draw your Lord- 
ships’ attention, it would be better that 
I should very briefly explain the nature 
of the Government of India. at the 


present time, at least in respect to the 
matters to which these Papers refer. 


Eurl Spencer, 


{LORDS} 
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|The Government of India at the present 


moment consists of the Viceroy in Council, 
and his Council consists now of six 
ordinary members after the Act of last 
year was passed, who are placed in 


charge, to use the technical term, of 


various Departments of the Government. 
One of those members is a military man, 
who is in charge of the Military Depart- 
ment of the Government of India; that 
is to say, all business which relates to 
Army administration as distinct from 
Army command. The Commander-in- 
Chief is also, if the Secretary of State 
thinks well to appoint him, an extra- 
ordinary member of the Council, but the 
law leaves it entirely to the discretion of 
the Secretary of State whether he chooses 
to appoint any particular Commander-in- 
Chief to that position or not. There are 
two other extraordinary members of 
Council who under certain circumstances 
are entitled to take their places on the 
Council. They are the Governors of 
Madras and Bombay, and when the 
Council meets within the limits of their 
respective Presidencies they are, under 
the law, entitled to serve upon 
extraordinary members. 


it as 


These proposals relate to a funda- 
mental alteration in the distribution of 
business in that Council. The Papers 
themselves evidently have been _pre- 


‘ceded by some other communications, 


official or unofficial, and they rather 


enter into the matter in medias res. I 


make no complaint of that. The first 
despatch asks for the opinion of the 
Government of India as regards the 
present arrangements for the military 
administration, and it points out that 
objection has been taken to those arrange- 
ments, and that demands have been 
made, especially by the present Com- 
mander-in-Chief, Lord Kitchener, for an 
alteration of those arrangements. To 
that despatch the Government of India 
replied in a despatch which was signed 
by the Viceroy and by every other 
member of that Government except 
the Commander-in-Chief, in which they 
expressed their desire that the existing 
arrangements should not be altered, but 


should remain as they are at the present 


time. To that despatch Lord Kitchener 
appended a long and full expression of his 
own opinion, and his opinion was that 








Si 
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the present arrangements should be 
changed, that he (the Commander-in- 
Chief) should be put in charge of the 
whole work of the Military Department, 
that there should be no Military Member, 
but that the Commander-in-Chief should 
take over, in addition to the executive 
duties, the whole of the administrative 
duties connected with the Army. Mr. 
Brodrick considered those Papers and 
came to that half-and half sort of thing 
which is generally called a compromise ; 
he made certain proposals not entirely in 
accordance with either the wishes of the 
Viceroy or of the Commander-in-Chief. 
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In considering those proposals I ‘should 
like, in the first place, to remind your 
Lordships that this is not a new question 
at all. It is a very old question. It 
is a question which has been discussed 
in India and in this country officially 
for many a long year. It has been 
considered by successive Secretaries of 
State at home, whose consideration 
has always up to the present time ended 
by maintaining the existing arrangements. 
I will not take your Lordships back 
to the famous quarrel between Lord 
Dalhousie and Sir Charles Napier, which 
ended in the resignation of the latter ; 
but in order to show you how old this 
question is, and what great authorities 
there are against an alteration of the 
existing arrangements, I will ask you 
to allow me to refer to the views of the 
late Lord Lawrence as contained in a 
private letter addressed by him to Sir 
Charles Wood, and published in Mr. 
Bosworth Smith’s excellent “ Life of 
Lord Lawrence.” It appears that at 
that time there was a great deal of 
friction, as the wording goes, between 
the Viceroy and the Commander-in-Chief 
—between Sir John Lawrence and Sir 
Hugh Rose ; 
of escape from this friction appears 
to have been suggestions of the same 
kind as those which are being made 
at the present time. This is what 
Sir John Lawrence gave as his opinion 
upon the proposal to abolish the 
Military Member and to ;leave the 
Commander-in-Chief as the only military 
officer on the Governor-General’s Council. 
Sir John Lawrence wrote thus— 


“ By the combination of the two powers ”— 
the Military Member and the Commander-in- 


{i Aveust 1905} 


and one of the modes. 
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Chief—“ the authority of the military element 
would overshadow and paralyse that of the 
civil power, As Commander-in-Chief the War 
Minister would have the same staff to enable 
him to carry on the struggle with the Governor- 
General whenever his views were not admitted. 
My remedy for the present state of things is 
that in the first place the Commander-in-Chief 
should not have a seat in Council, He should 
be a high executive officer distinctly subordinate 
to the Governor-General in Council. His 
views and arguments would then all, as circum- 
stances dictated, be put on record and would 
go home bearing the authority and influence 
which they deserved, In the meantime 
he would be required to obey the orders he 
might receive. I see no other change which 
will prove beneficial.” 


(Army Adminstration). 


We all know the great authority of 
any opinion of Sir John Lawrence on 
Indian affairs, but I have referred to that 
mainly for the purpose of showing you 
how old are these supposed difficulties, 
and how often this friction, which we 
hear so much about, has been found to 
arise. 


These difficulties were in reality per- 
sonal difficulties between the Viceroy 
and the Commander-in-Chief. Lord 
Lawrence felt great difficulty in his 
communications with Sir Hugh Rose. 
Those of your Lordships who have looked 
at the interesting volumes containing 
the life of Sir Henry Durand will have 
seen that when Sir Hugh Rose was 
succeeded by the late Lord Sandhurst 
those difficulties passed away and com- 
parative facility of communication was 
restored. You will perhaps ask me, 
as I have had the honour to occupy the 
position of Viceroy of India, what was 
my personal experience in the matter. 
My Lords, it is my duty to give it to 
you, and it is this. I never knew, 
during the four and a-half years I 
was Viceroy of India, any differences 
of opinion which deserved the name of 
friction either between the Commander 
in-Chief and the Military Member ; or 
between the Commander-in-Chief and 
the Viceroy. Differences of opinion 
there always will be. I have even heard 
of differences of opinion in Cabinets, and 
have sometimes been told that friction 
occurs in those distinguished assemblies ; 


_but I venture to say that practically no 


friction existed on military matters in 


‘the Government of India at the time I 


had the honour to be at its head. ‘There 
were differences of opinion, but nothing 
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in the nature of friction or serious diffi- 
culty. 


I admit that my evidence on this point 
is perhaps not the most complete, be- 
cause I was singularly fortunate in the 
man whom I had for Commander-in- 
Chief during the greater part of my time. 
Anybody who knew the late Sir Donald 
Stewart would know that if there are 
to be two parties to a quarrel nobody 
could quarrel with Sir Donald Stewart. 
He was a man of such admirable temper, 
with great experience both of civil and 
military matters connected with India, 
that it was not likely that any substan- 


{LORDS} 





(Army Administration). 
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accidental circumstances of a particular 
time. I have read the Papers with the 
greatest care. I am bound to say that 
the published arguments for this great 
change appear to be very weak. Lord 
Kitchener adduces in his Minute certain 
instances in which he is not satisfied with 
the reception which his proposals have 
met with from the Military Department, 
Sir Edmund Elles, in his Minute, replies 
upon those questions. When I read Sir 
“dmund Elles’s Minute I thought his 
reply was very good. ‘To me it seemed 
complete, but then I said I must wait to 
see what Lord Kitchener has to say on 
the other side. But when I turned to 





tial friction could arise with him. But 
that swas the case not because we were 
not dealing at that time with important 
matters. ‘That Government had to 
deal with the proposals of Sir 
Ashley Eden’s Commission for the entire 
reorganisation of the Indian Army ; that 
Government met from time to time to 
discuss these questions, and discussed 
them without difficulty and without 
friction ; and, again, we had to despatch 
the Indian portion of the expedition 
which went to Egypt at the time of the 
campaign of Tel-el-Kebir, and in the 
preparation of that expedition Sir Donald 
Stewart performed an amount of labour 
and displayed an amount of ability for 
which I think he never had adequate 
credit. It is a profound mistake if any- 
body supposes that a reasonable Viceroy 
does not constantly communicate with 
the Commander-in-Chief. I never dreamt 
of taking any Important step relating to 
military matters in any way without 
consulting the Commander-in-Chief, with- 
out the most free and frequent communi- 
cations between us, and that resulted, 
as I have said, in the most perfect har- 
mony during the whole time I had the 
honour to be Viceroy. 





The truth of the matter is that this is 
much more a question of persons than 
of things. It is much more a question 
of personal feelings than it is a question 
of administrative principles. These 
Papers from the first to the last are full 
of personal idiosyncrasies and individual 
character, and it is not, in my judgment, 
wise to deal with a great question of this 
description, not upon the broad general 
principles of what is the best form of 
administration, but in regard to the 


The Marquess of Ripon. 





Lord Kitchener’s Minute I found no 
reply at all. I found nothing but a lofty 
declaration that he would not reply, 
and that he knew he was quite right. In 
a controversy of this description i am 
always a little inclined to think that a 
person who takes that line and refuses 
to reply in that tone does so because he 
cannot reply, because he has no answer 
to what his opponent has said 


You will see that so far as I am 
sonally concerned I agree—I have no 
hesitation in saying so—with the views 
expressed on this subject by the Govern- 
ment of India. Lord Curzon’s Minute is 
a very able Minute. He the 
case very well, and in my judgment his 
arguments are very conclusive. I see 
that the Secretary of State in his despatch 
seems to think that there are some 
expressions in Lord Curzon’s Minute 
which bear an exaggerated tone, but 
when I remember the language which 
was used by Lord Lawrence in the extract 
I have just read, when I recollect and 
refer to the language which is to be 
found in these Papers from Lord Dufferin, 
I think it cannot be said that Lord 
Curzon has used language which is not 
borne out by many of those who  pre- 


per- 


argues 


ceded him. 
book, towards the bottom of the page, 
I find it said that Lord Dutfierin expressed 


this opinion— 


For on page 53 of the Blue- 


“The Viceroy would be” (if the Military 
Member were taken away) “ without any 
adviser save the representative of the Army, 
who would be more specially interested in 
pressing proposals involving expenditure or 
changes in organisation. The revenues of 
the country would be at the mercy of the 
Commander-in-Chief,.” 
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If there is any exaggeration in the 
language which has been used on this 
subject I think it will be found there. I 
donot profess to say that I believe that the 
revenues of India would be at the mercy 
of the Commander-in-Chief, but I do 
believe that the proposed alteration would 
greatly increase the influence of the 
military element in the Viceroy’s Council, 
and to that I, for one, entertain a most 
serious objection. 


There are two main branches of this 
subject. The one relates to the pro- 
posal for making the Commander-in- 


(Chief the Member in charge of the 
Military Department, and the other 


relates to the results which would follow 
from that in so far as it would tend to 
deprive the Viceroy of a second military 
adviser ; and, my Lords, with regard to 
the first of those proposals, I wish to 
point out to your Lordships, though I 
shall have to allude to it again, that 
this is a proposal which ought not to be, 
which I venture to say cannot be, forced 
upon the Viceroy of India. The distribu- 
tion of business in the Viceroy’s Council is 
placed by statute unfettered in the 


Viceroy's hands, and ! do not believe} 4 man ot great distinction and great 
that any Secretary of State ought, with | 


interests of | 


due consideration to the 
India, to compel the Viceroy by the only 
means Which he can compel him—because 
his privilege in this matter is statutory 
—to adopt a distribution of business 
of which he does not approve. But, 
my Lords, beyond that it seems to 
me that to put upon the Com- 
mander-in-Chief not only his own proper 
business, that which he has to perform 
at the present time, but a vast amount 
of other business of great detail which 
would follow from his being placed in 
charge of the whole military administra- 
tion, would be to throw upon him far too 
great a burden. The Commander-in- 
Chief has great and important duties to 
periorm, duties which take him away, 
and which must take him away, for a 
considerable length of time from the 
seat of the Viceroy’s Council. Those 
duties have of lite years been in- 
creased by the abolition of the Com- 
mander-in-Chiefships at Madras and 
Bombay—a step of which I highly 
approve. You have thrown upon him an 
extra degree of responsibility for the Army 


{1 Aucust 1905} 








1082 


in those two Presidencies. Your Lord- 
ships will find, on page 44 of this Paper, 
an opinion of the late Lord Sandhurst 
on that subject. Lord Sandhurst said— 


“IT conceive that the evil of divesting the 
head of the Government of India of its chief 
and responsible military adviser can hardly 
be exaggerated ; yet if that responsible mill- 
tary adviser is to be at the same time an exe- 
cutive Commander-in-Chief, who is ever en- 
gaged in traversing the country on tours of 
inspection in times of peace, or at the head of 
the active Army in time of war, it is utterly 
impossible for him to be in his place at the 
side of the Governor-General, except at rare 
intervals of time. Military feeling is so strong, 
and the prizes of war are so great, that no 
Commander-in-Chief in India can resist the 
temptation of putting himself at the head of 
an army in the field, if he has an opportunity. 
In like manner, for the maintenance of disci- 
pline, to gain a knowledge of the Army, of the 
manner in which it is housed, cared for, and 
handled, it is absolutely necessary that a Com- 
mander-in-Chief should be ever on the move 
in peaceful times. Therefore, as said before, 
the constant presence of the Commander-in- 
Chief in India in his place as a member of the 
Supreme Government, and the recognised 
responsivle adviser of the Governor-General 
in Council, is an impossibility under the present 
system.” 


(Army Administration). 


That was the opinion of Sir William 
Mansford, afterwards Lord Sandhurst, 


authority, a man who knew well the 
whole working of the Government of 
India, because he took great interest, 
not merely in the military side, but in 


many subjects connected with civil 
administration. He had a_ thorough 


grasp of the questions on both sides, 
and that was his deliberate opinion 
delivered at the time the duties of 
the Commander-in Chief were less ex- 
tensive than they are to-day. 


Even Mr. Brodrick in one of these 
Papers admits the importance of the 
inspectional duties of the Commander- 
in-Chief. There are two dangers. One 
danger is that the Commander-in-Chief 
will be very frequently absent, and 
that he will not be there to 
by his personal presence, the 
administration of the Military Depart- 
ment. The other danger is the opposite 
one, that he will neglect the inspectional 
duty, that he will neglect those duties 
of his executive functions which ought 
to take him away from the seat of 
Government, and will devote himself 
mainly to the duties attaching to his 


control, 
detailed 











1083 India {LORDS} (Army Administration). 1084 


position in charge of this Department. in the field. That I take to be certain, 
Either of those would be a very great} That is the position in which the late 
evil. Lord Kitchener admits that objec- | Lord Lytton desired to place the Com- 
tions of that sort did weigh with him. | mander-in-Chief. I do not think it 
He said he had thought them serious, | is a position in which he ought to be 
but then he says “Oh, but there are tele- | placed. I think, if he wishes to take 
graphs.” My Lords, telegraphic communi- | command, he is entitled to do so, and I 
cation is a very good method of transmit- | think that if he does take command all the 
ting commands. Ihave had some experi- | arrangements which you are now setting 
ence of administration at the end a | up willimmediately break to pieces. I have 
telegraph, and I do not think that it is; read the language that was used by Lord 
a very good way of conducting an) Dufferin as to the increase of military 
argument, or of convincing a person | influence and military authority. I hope 
whom you want to bring round to your} that my noble and gallant friend on the 
opinions. Therefore, I do not believe | cross benches (Earl Roberts) will not 
that in the absence of the Commander- | quarrel with me when I say that I hold 
in-Chief, let us say at the extremity that it is of supreme importance to 
of Madras, communication by telegraph maintain the full authority of the Civil 
upon important matters would be found | Government in India, and I do believe 
a good means of administering the | that a change of this kind, placing such 
Army Department. What will happen ?| enormous power in the hands ot the 
There will be a Secretary in the Military | Commander-in-Chief, would raise him 
Department. I shall have something /| into a position which would not be con- 
to say upon his position in a minute or | sistent with the absolute supremacy of 
two. He would be the person to} the Viceroy in Council. 
represent the Commander-in-Chief. He | 
would be the person to bring up the | But then, my Lords, we are told that 
papers and lay them before the Viceroy. | the present position is anomalous. Well, 
I do not think that in practice that} I am one fof those people who are 
would be found a satisfactory method | not very much afraid of anomalies, 
of proceeding in the absence of theCom-| There are plenty of anomalies in 
mander-in-Chief, and Iam fully convinced | our Constitution, there are plenty of 
that you would only exchange one | anomalies in our daily practice, yet we 
occasion of friction for another. You | are most of us not anxious to sweep 
would get rid of the Military Member, | them away. But if you want to get rid 
of a high officer of military reputation, | of this anomaly there are two ways of 
but you would place in a position of| doingit. You may get rid of the Military 
yet more friction the Secretary of the | Member, or you may remove the Com- 
Military Department. mander-in-Chief from Council. The 
latter proposal has high authority in its 
Take the case of war. I observe|favour. It has the authority, as we 
that the Secretary of State very wisely have seen, of Lord Lawrence and of Sir 
takes no notice of the suggestions of | Ashley Eden’s Commission ; and it has 
Lord Kitchener on military organisation | last, but by no means least, the authority 
in case of war. Those suggestions are | of Sir Donald Stewart. I will not take 
impracticable. I do not believe they | Upon myself the responsibility of re- 
could be legally carried out. They|Commending that change. I do not 
could not be carried out in practice. know how it would be taken by the 
At the same time, you ought to have|Army. It is a very great change, and 
faced that difficulty. You ought to | one which I am not here for the purpose 
have considered what would be your of enforcing. I prefer to maintain the 
arrangements if war broke out. You anomaly and to leave the Commander-in- 
ought to have been ready to say what Chief in his present position. But you 
would be done in such a contingency. | must recollect that the law, by giving 4 
I am quite sure of this, that Lord special discretion to the Secretary of 
Kitchener is the last man who, if war| State as to whether he will place a given 
broke out, would consent to remain at | Commander-in-Chief in Council or not, 
Simla and send somebody else in command distinctly shows that it does not consider 


The Marquess of Ripon. 
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the presence of the Commander-in-Chiet 
to be an essential element; and it is a 
change which, if it should ever be desired 
to be made. could be made on a fitting 
occasion without any alteration in the 
law. But I do not recommend it. I do 
not think that it would be a safe or an 
advisable change to make at the present 
time. All that I ask is that things 
should be left as they have been during 
the Jast halt century. 


The so-called eompromise, the arrange- 
ment which has been offered to Lord 
Curzon, and which he has with some 
modifications accepted, does not touch 
this question of the alteration in the 
position of the Commander-in-Chief. 
What it deal with is the 
question of how a second military opinion 
is to be given to the Viceroy. To that 
Lord Curzon attaches the very highest 
importance, and I quite agree with him. 
It is not from any distrust in the great 
men who have filled the office of Com- 
manider-in-Chief. but it is because there 
are peculiar circumstances in India 
which make it an absolute necessity that 
the Viceroy, who, after all, is the head 
of the Government and responsible for 
military as well as for civil matters, 
should have the fullest and most com- 
plete advice on the many difficult ques- 
tions of military administration and 
military organisation. It is impossible 
to contend that it is not of the first 
importance that that sort of information 
should be readily at the disposal of the 
Viceroy. My noble friend opposite, the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
regard to these particular questions that 
I am alluding to, questions particularly 
relating to the Indian Army, did not so 
greatly need other expert advice because 
he had my noble and gallant friend on the 
cross benches as his Commander-in-Chief, 
andno man was more qualified to advise 
on all questions relating to the native 
Army than Lord Roberts. 


+t 


does 


But vou may have again, as you have | 


{1 AvGusT 1905} 
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someone to give the Viceroy responsible 
advice. There are questions which re- 
late to the prejudices of the native Army ; 
there are questions which relate to the 
policy which was deliberately adopted 
in regard to military matters after the 
Mutiny. You will find in these Papers 
one instance in regard to the employment 
of native troops upon certain works. I 
do not sav that that would have raised 
any difficulty. I have not the informa- 
tion to enable me to say so; but it is 
exactly the question which might raise 
a difficulty. It is exactly the question 
which might affect prejudices, perhaps 
caste prejudices and others, and on which 
he advice of a man who had been trained 
in the native Army, who had been a 
regimental officer of an native regiment, 
is absolutely required to enable the 
Viceroy to properly judge of the questions 
which come before him. Therefore, I 
have the most entire sympathy with 
Lord Curzon in his demand that he should 
not be deprived of the opportunity of 
referring to some person who has this kind 
of military experience. I mention ques- 
tions springing out of the memories of 
that terrible catastrophe of nearly fifty 
years ago. There were principles of 
policy laid down then relating to such 
matters as the question of native field 
artillery, the composition of corps @armce 
or divisions of brigades, as to the pro- 
portion of European and native troops 
to be maintained in the Army at large 
and in each of its component parts. 
There were questions of policy then laid 
down which it would be dangerous to 
overthrow, and which ought to be taken 
into the fullest consideration by the 
Viceroy in any questions that he may 
have to determine, and, therefore, I say 
that there could not be a more dangerous 
thing than to deprive the Viceroy of the 
means of having the best possible second 
advice in regard to all these matters. 


The Secretary of State speaks rather 
slightingly of those who have filled the 


to-day, a Commander-in-Chief who, how- | office of Military Member; he speaks of 


ever distinguished and however able, has | 
little practical knowledge of the native | 
Army or of its prejudices and its fears ;_ 
and it is absolutely necessary, if you are | 
tremendous difficulties | 


to avoid the 


them as men of less standing and reputa- 
tion than Commanders-in-Chief. These 
Military Members have been men of quite 
as high standing and reputation as many 
Commanders-in-Chief. They have been 


that may arise from a mistake on ques-| men like Sir Henry Norman, like Sir 
tions of that kind, that you should have | Donald Stewart, like Lord Napier of 
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Magdala, and they were men who would | 
have given the w ‘isest possible advice to | 
the Viceroy on matters of this kind. 
Lord Napier of Magdala and Sir Donald | 


Stewart became ‘Commanders-in- Chief t 
themselves. They were exactly of the | 
same calibre as Commanders-in-Chiet. 


There may have been Military Members 
not of such standing as these. I hope 
it is not disrespectful to say that there 
have been Commanders-in-Chief of not 
such high military standing as my noble 
and gallant friend on the cross benches 
and Lord Kitchener; but the endeavour 
has always been to obtain those who were 
able to give the best military advice to 
the Viceroy. Under the old system it 
was the duty of the Military Member to 
make himself acquainted with all military 
proposals, and to bring before the Viceroy 
anything which he thought required 
special consideration by him. That will 
not be so now. 





understand that the Supply Member 
is to be free to give advice if called upon to 
do so, but he is not to see the papers on 
their way to the Viceroy, and whether he 
is consulted or not will depend on whether 
the Viceroy thinks it necessary that he 
should consult him. That will work, I 


daresay, very fairly with Lord Curzon, | 
because Lord Curzon is a Viceroy of | 
unusual experience. He has been in 
India a longer time than any recent 
Viceroy, and he does know a great deal 
about all these questions. But take | 


anew Viceroy going out for the first 
time, having little or no acquaintance 
with Indian matters, an English states- 
man sent out there without any special 
knowledge. I think my noble and 
gallant friend will not contradict me 
when I say that there may very well be 
questions coming before him which look 
very small and of little importance, but 
which, after all, may contain the germs 
of very serious matters, and upon which 
a Viceroy, not well understanding ques- 
tions of that kind, might not think it 
necessary to consult the Supply Member. 
I also am not quite sure, when you have 
taken away from the Supply Member all 
the really military portion of the ad- 
ministration, when you have left to him 
nothing but what would be just as well | 
administered by a civilian of good 
business habits—I am not quite sure 





The Marquess of Ripon. 
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whether, when that is his daily work, 
when that is to be his special official pur- 
| pose, you will get men of the same calibre, 
men of the same military position to 
take up that office as vou have happily 
been able to get for the position of 
Military Member in the past. There is a 
cryptic sentence in Mr. — Brodrick’s 
despatch, to be found on page 635, in 
which he bot! s— 

“Until recent years it was the practice of the 
head of the Department to sink his military 
status on all oecasions, and to adopt the civil 
role which appertains to the powers which he 
wields.” 


If that means, as [ suppose it does, thas 
of late vears Military Members have been 
taking too much upon themselves, if | 
may be pardoned for the expression, if 
it means that there has been 
croachment upon the proper duties of 
the Commander-in-Chiet, then I say let it 


any 


be amended. There have been circum- 
|stances in India during the last few 
| vears in reference to the chief command 
in that country which make it possible 


have grown 
they have 
instance, 


that such encroachments may 
up. I do not know whethe1 
or not. I have 
that the Military 


been told. for 
Member is now in the 
habit of attending Council in uniform. — It 
may seem a very small matter to your 
Lordships, but it isa matterofimportanice. 
assuming a position 
It is a 
proceeding to which I could quite under- 


| stand the Commander-in-Chiet objecting ; 


be stopped 


but that is a thing which could 
inamoment You need not root up tbe 
whole of your military arrangements for 
the ptu,pcoe of stopping things of that 
kind. All that you have got to do is to 
say that it is to be stopped, and stoppe d, 
of course, it will be. Itfthere have been 
any such encroachments, let them be 
brought to an end. 


These Papers show that my noble and 
gallant friend on the cross benches had 
some causes of complaint at times during 
the Viceroyvalty of my noble friend 
the Marquess of Lansdowne, for on page 
60 I find this statement— 

“ Changes in procedure were, in consequence, 
authorised by Lord Lansdowne which satis- 
fied Lord Roberts and secured a more effective 


working of the system during the remainder 
j of his period of office.” 
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Why cannot you do that now ? 
js it necessary to make a complete and 
fundamental change in the constitution 
of the Government of India for the 
purpose of arranging disputes of the 
description which were settled so easily 
by my noble triend opposite and my 
noble and gallant friend on the cross 
benches. Of course, there are men 
and men. I do not dispute that. But 
the public service is not framed for the 
convenience of particular individuals, but 
is framed for the purpose of conducting 
the general business of the “country in 
the best and most satisfactory manner. 


Now I come to the question of what 
is called the Supply Member; that is 
to say, to the compromise which has 
been accepted by Lord Curzon. I am 
bound to say that in my opinion Lord 
Curzon, in accepting that compromise 
with very slight alterations, acted with 
very great moderation. I cannot join 
in any of the denunciations which have 
been poured out upon Lord Curzon’s 
head. Perhaps I have a little sympathy 
with Lord Curzon. I have been in his 
fice, and I know what it is; but, it I 
nay be permitted to Say SO, I do not 
think that that compromise can be taken 
as altogether a satisfactory settlement 
of the question, because it is an unreal 
settlement. You are going to appoint 
1 Supply Member, who, I understand 
and hope, is always to be a military 
nan, but that is not quite clear from 
inything in these Papers, or anything 
that has been yet said in Parliament, 
and I hope His Majesty’s Government 
will tell us distinctly that that Supply 
Member is to be as regularly a military 
man as the Military Member has hitherto 
been. If that is not the case, then the 
compromise is worth nothing, and nothing 
has been done to satisfy the demand 
of the Viceroy for second military advice ; 
and it is only by making that perfectly 
clear that you can make the compromise 
of any value at all. What will be the 
position of the Supply Member? He 
is-to look after a set of duties which, 
asjIl have said, might be just as well 
discharged by a civilian so far as those 
particular duties are themselves concerned 
and he is to be allowed to be referred 
to by the Viceroy. He is to have no 
vriginal right, as I understand it, to go 


{1 Aucusr 1905} (Army Administration). 
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to the Viceroy upon military matters ; 
he is not to report ; he is to do nothing 
until he is called for ; or until the question 
comes before the Council, when, of 
course, you cannot prevent him from 
giving his opinion. I do not think that 
will be a satisfactory solution of the 
question. I do not believe it will be a 
solution which will hold. I do not 
believe that it will be a solution which 
can finally be maintained. 


IT want also to know something about 
the Secretary to the Military Department. 
The Secretaries to the Government of 
India in various Departments are ap- 
pointed by the Viceroy. Is the Secretary 
to the Military Department going still 
to be appointed by the Viceroy / He has 
been given the local and temporary rank 
of major-general if his Army rank is below 
that. I see that Lord Kitchener puts 
him down as the last name in the staff 
of his own Department. Is he to be 
appointed by the Commander-in-Chief 
or by the Viceroy ? As my noble friend 
knows very well, the Secretary of a 
Department of the Government of India 
has a peculiar position, He is entitled 
to go to the Viceroy if he differs in opinion 
from the member in charge of the 


. Department, and to claim the privilege 


of stating his difference to the Head 
of the Government. Is that to be 
the case still? Is that to be the 
position of the Secretary to the Military 
Department ; and, if it is, what about the 
friction / The Secretary to the Military 
Department is the Secretary working 
under the Commander-in-Chief. Is he 
to go from the Commander-in-Chief, 
under whom he works, in order to tell 
the Viceroy his opinion in contradiction 
to the advice given by the Commander- 
in-Chief 2? That me one of 
the most curious ways of getting rid of 
friction that I have ever heard of. 


seems to 


I am sorry to say I am compelled to 
express my great regret at the tone of 
Mr. Brodrick’s despatch. That the Secre- 
tary of State should rule in all matters in 
India which are not settled by law, that 
he should rule in the final judgment is, 
of course, necessary in all foreign affairs 
and in all questions of principle. He 
should give his opinions and ought to be 
unhesitatingly cbeved. But 1f there is 
one point on which the Secretary of State 
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ought to be very cautious about in-| Lordships’ attention to the 8th section 


ierfering with the Viceroy it is in the 
management of the business of the 
Viceroy’s own Council. The final des- 
patch of Mr. Brodrick says — “ This 
has been decidel!, and that has been 
decided, and you are to carry it 
out, and are to have all your arrange- 
ments made by October Ist.” I 
venture respectiully to say that that is 
not the tone in which the Viceroy of 
India ought to be addressed. 


Lord Ellenborough’s famous despatch to 


I do not | 


1 “4 . r | 
believe. mv Lords, that since the days of : : : : a : 
elieve, my Lords, that . tribution of business by the Viceroy in 





Lord Canning about the affairs of Oudh, | 


any Government of India has received | rs 
won Rise | the Viceroy to carry out the arrange- 


such a rebuff in the face of India and in 
the face of the world. Recollect this, 
that the order issued to Lord Curzon in 
regare 
his Council deprives him of a discretion 
which has been given to him by Act of 
Parliament : 
that can be justified, which I greatly 


doubt. it ought at least to have been | : : 
ag =e * ithat nearly always in Acts relating te 
indicated in gentler terms and in more : : 


civil phrases, and that the document in | 


which it was sent to the Viceroy ought 
not to have been published. Many a 
Viceroy would have given a very short 
shrift to a proceeding of that description. 


to the distribution of business in | me 
he’ dis there, and no decision was legally bind- 


|ing except it had been actually passed 


--;in Council; and you will observe one 
and [I think that even 1f | : 


|} ments 


I now come to the last point to which | 


[ shall draw your attention, but it is 
one of very grave nature. The Govern- 
ment of India is founded on statute. 


It has always been the policy of the) 


past to base that great Government, 
the Government of the greatest depen- 
dency of the Crown—i might almost 
say the Government of the greatest 
dependency ot any country in the world 
—to base that Government upon statute. 
‘here is the statute of 1861, which, 
though it has been altered in some 
respects, remains the solid foundation 
of the Government of India, and now 
you are proposing to alter the practice 
established by that Act in some impor- 
tant particulars, and you have not 
condescended in any form whatever to 
consult Parliament. I know something 
ot the Act of 1861. It fell to my lot to 
pass it through this House, and, there- 
fore, I am well aware of its provisions. 
i am well aware of the reasons which 
actuated the Government that brought 
it in and passed it. 1 will ask your 
The Marquess oy hipon, 








of the Indian Councils Act of 186]. 
That section is to the following effect— 

“Tt shall be lawful for the Governor-General] 
from time to time to make Rules and Orders 
for the more convenient transaction of business 
in the said Council, and any Order made, or 
act done, in accordance with such Rules and 
Orders, except as hereafter provided respecting 
laws and regulations, shall be deemed to be the 
Order or act of the Governor-General in 
Council.” 


It is under that clause that the dis- 


Council is carried out. That clause was 
introduced for the purpose of enabling 


in Council which now pre- 
vail. Before that was passed every 
paper came into Council and was read 


peculiar thing about the phraseology 
of that clause. Your Lordships know 


India the words run “ The Governor- 
General in Council,” but the person 
to whom the power is given to make 
regulations for the business of the 
Council is not the Governor-General in 
Council, but the Governor-General by 
himself. That is unusual, and it was 
done for the purpose of placing in the 
hands of the Viceroy of India the power 
of making bis own regulations for the 
conduct of business in his Council. 


That clause did not attract, as far as 
I can gather from reference to Hansard. 
attentionintheother House of Parliament, 
where not unnaturally they were mainly 
concerned with the powers of the Legis'a- 
tive Council, but when the Bill came up 
to this House it was very fully considered 
and discussed. We had then in this 
House so eminent a man as the late 
Lord Ellenborough, who had __ been 
Governor-General of India. We had 
in this House Lord Lyveden, who had 
been President of the Board of Control. 
We had in this House other men, allfot 
whom took part in this discussion and 
showed the deepest interest in the 
clause. Objections were taken to it. 
Lord Ellenborough preferred that things 
should be left as they were, but it was 
explained to him that Lord Dalhousie 


and Lord Canning had both found that 
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the business had increased so enormously | 


that unless some means of this kind 
of meeting it were provided it would be 
difficult to transact it as it ought to be 
transacted. But the assurance which 
given by the Government of that 
was that the discretion as to how 
business was to be distributed in 
the Council of the Governor-General 
was to be left entirely to the Governor- 
General himself. ‘This is what was said 
on that occasion by the late Duke of 
Argyll, who was then a member of the 
Cabinet— 

“The clause now proposed would author- 
ise the Governor-General from time to time 
to make such regulations as he thought neces- 
sary for the more convenient transaction of 
business, and if the division of work which he 
made was found inconvenient, or if his successor 
lisapproved of it, the regulation might be altered 
rv remodelled in a moment according to the 
the Governor-General for the 


was 
day 
this 


views of time 


being.” 


That, my Lords, is the interpretation 
which was given to that clause by the 
fovernment which proposed the Bill ; 
that was the understanding on which 
he clause was accepted in this House ; 
uid IT say that language of that kind 
is wholly inconsistent with forcing the 
frovernor-General to make a distribu- 
tion of his business which he does not 
himself desire. 


+ 
i 


That is a very clear case, to my mind ; 
but I think also that it is contrary to 
the spirit, at all events, of the statute 
that vou should put the Commander-in- 
Chief in charge of any Department of 
frovernment at all. Those who 
hitherto been in charge of those Depart- 
ments have been ordinary Members of 
the Governor-General’s Council. The 
Commander-in-Chief is not an ordinary 
Member, but an extraordinary Member. 
He may be there, or he may not be there, 
according to the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of State; and I contend that if 
vou, as you do, practically turn him 
from his position as an extraordinary 
Member into an ordinary Member, he 
cannot, under the statute, being an 
ordinary Member, exercise any military 
command. About that there can be 
no doubt, because the clause says— 

“Tf a person so appointed shall be in the 
inilitary service of the Crown, he shall not, 
luring his continuance in office as a Member 


have | 


| Military 
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of Council, hold any military command or be 
employed in any military duties.” 

That is clear. Of course, it may be 
said that that does not really preclude 
the employment upon these duties of 
an extraordinary Member. That is a 
very nice legal point which I will not 
argue. But what I want to point out 
is this. Mr. Brodrick may write any 
number of despatches he likes, but he 
cannot deprive the Secretary of State 
of the power of putting the Commander- 
in-Chief on the Council or not at his 
discretion. 


I want to know, supposing a Secretary 
of State were to omit to appoint the 
Commander-in-Chief to be an extra- 
ordinary Member of the Council, what 
becomes of your arrangement ? It comes 
toppling down on your heads. He is 
not in Council and cannot undertake 
the duties, and it is obvious that the 
intention of those who framed the 
statute that the Commander-in- 
Chief, being an extraordinary Member 
and of specially high rank, was not to 
be put in charge of any Department of 
that kind. I venture to sav that in all 
the discussions that went on on the Bili 
of 1861 in this House, that idea never 
entered the head of any mali. Do vou 
suppose for a moment that the late Lord 
Ellenborough would have approved 01 
such a proceeding, that he would not 
have cried out upon it at once? Why, 
he told us on that occasion, to our great 
astonishment I admit, that he himself 
had written with his own hand every 
important letter which went from the 
Yepartment. He would not 
do that if he was alive now, but it shows 
what was his feeling as to the respective 
positions of the Viceroy and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in these 
matters. 


was 


respect to 


I think we have great ground to com- 
plain that in this matter you have not 
thought fit to consult Parliament. You 
have, on the contrary, done everything 
that vou could to prevent Parliament 
from expressing its opinion on this 
subject. The Papers were laid on the 
Table of the other House of Parliament 
forty-eight hours after the debate on 
the Budget, and there is at the present 
moment on the Papers of that House 
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a blocking Notice which absolutely pre- 
cludes the other House of Parliament 
from considering this question at all. 
That, my Lords, I hope will be my 
justification for having detained you 
so long. I do believe that a more 
important question in respect to the 
Government of India has not been raised 
since the year 1861, and that it is abso- 


lutely essential that some notice at 
least should be taken of this matter 
in Parliament. I must enter my pro 


test against the course which has been 
pursued by the Secretary of State. 


I protest against it, first, because I. 


believe that it will mischievously dis- 
organise the military administration of 
India and diminish the effective control 
of the Viceroy in Council over that 
administration. I protest against it, 
secondly, because it tends to deprive the 
Viceroy of that unfettered discretion in 
regard to the distribution of the business 
of his Council which has been conferred 
upon him by Act of Parliament; and I 
protest against it lastly because it has 
been adopted without the knowledge 
or the advice of Parliament, and is 
altogether inconsistent with the manifest 
intention of the Government which 
proposed, and of the Parliament which 
passed, the statute of IS61. 


Moved, ** That en Humble Address 
be presented to His Majesty for Minute 
of Sir Donald Stewart in June, 1898, on 
the subject of Indian Army Administra- 
tion, recorded in the India Office.’’— 
(The Marquess of Ripon.) 


*Kart ROBERTS: I venture to say a 
few words on the important subject which 
the noble Lord has brought forward, 
because I have had considerable. per- 
sonal experience of Indian Army adminis- 
tration, I was at Army headquarters 
from time to time during the Viceroyships 
of Lord Canning, Lord Elgin, Lord 
Lawrence, Lord Mayo, Lord Northbrook, 
Lord Lytton, Lord Dufterin, and Lord 
Lansdowne; and for seven and a-half 
years [| was Commander-in- Chief in 
India, the greater part of which time the 
last-named nobleman was Viceroy. I 
think, therefore, my Lords, I can claim 
to Speak with some authority on a ques- 
tion which has given rise to a good deal 
of correspondence during the last two 


The Marquess of Ripon. 


{LORDS} 
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| years, and regarding which there still is 


very considerable feeling in India. [ 
mean whether the Commander-in-Chief 
should be the sole military representative 
on the Council of the Viceroy, or whether 
there should be two military advisers— 
one the Commander-in-Chief, the other 
an official in charge of what I may call 
the spending departments of the Army. 


I have no hesitation in saying that, in 
my opinion, it is essential to the security 
of India that the Viceroy should not be 
dependent on the advice of a single 
soldier, however eminent and _ distin- 
guished he may be. Even if he were an 
Indian officer and his experienze had 
been entirely Indian, as was the case with 
myself, I consider it would be advan- 
tageous for the Viceroy to have at his 
side a second adviser not directly con- 
nected with the Army. But when the 
Commander-in-Chief is, as in the present 
instance, a complete stranger to India, I 
consider it would be a positive danger to 
our hold over that country that he should 
be the only one to advise the Viceroy o1 
military matters; for, with the sole 
exception of Lord Lawrence,every Viceroy 
has also been a stranger to India since 
the days of Lord Clive. 


[ would remind vou, my Lords, that 


the Indian Army has its political as well 


as its financial and military aspect. It is. 
besides, scattered overa vast area, and no 
one mau is capable of making himselt 
thoroughly acquainted with the military 
side and at the same time exercising 


‘general control over the civil depart- 


ments of the Army. The one requires 
him to be frequently absent from 
headquarters; the other necessitates 
his whole attention being given to 
office work. I cannot believe that 
any man would venture to  under- 
take the arduous position of Viceroy of 
India under such conditions. The argu- 
ment that the Commander-in-Chief would 
always have on his staff a certain pro- 
portion of officers of Indian experience, 
whose intimate acquaintance with the 
Indian Army would prevent his making 
any serious mistakes with regard to that 
Army, does not, in my opinion, carry 
much weight. These officers would be 
directly subordinate to the Commander- 
in-Chief, and could not express opinions 
to the Viceroy in opposition to those 
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held by their immediate chief. To do 
so would be subversive of all military 
discipline. Itis essential that the Viceroy 
should have on his Council an officer— 
he need not be a great soldier—inti- 
mately acquainted with India, especially 
with the native Army, its feelings, and 
idiosyncrasies. 

If Tregarded this question solely from the 
soldier’s point of view, I should certainly 
advocate the Commander-in-Chief’s posi- 
tion being made as powerful as possible, 
but I have been too long in India 
and have had too much experience of the 
difficulties which beset the Government 
of that country not to appreciate those 
difficulties at their full value. The 
native Army is by far the most difficult 
and delicate part of the problem with 
which the Government has to deal, and, 
unless this is constantly borne in mind, 
I foresee that troubles will assuredly rise 
in the future as they have done in the 
past. I do not deny, my Lords, that 
differences of opinion have from time to 
time arisen between the Commander-in- 
Chief and the Military Member of Council. 
It would be strange indeed if this did 
not occur between men of strong opinions ; 
but this is the Viceroy’s safety, in that 
he can have different views laid before 
him on any military subject. I can quite 
understand that, for reasons into which 
I need not enter, more power has fallen 
into the hands of the Military Member 
than is desirable or customary, and it is 
this, I cannot help thinking, that has, in 
a great measure, given rise to the friction 
which we all deplore. But it only proves 
that it was the procedure, and not the 
system, which was at fault ; and I hope 
that the great soldier at present at the 
head of the Army in India, to whose 
hearty co-operation during the war in 
South Africa I myself was so deeply 
indebted, will now recognise- that this 
was the case, and that in accepting the 
decision of the Government he will feel 
that the right course has been adopted. 


[ suppose it was unavoidable, when the 
question at issue reached such a pitch, 
that it had to be submitted to the Govern- 
ment at home for decision ; but I cannot 
say how much I regret that the action of 
the Viceroy and his colleagues should 
have been the subject of criticism in 
this country—a criticism in many cases 
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/made by people who have little or no 


knowledge of India or of the peculiar 
nature of its government. The Viceroy 
of India is a great personage in the eyes 
of the natives of that country. He is to 
them not only the Governor-General of 
India, but His Majesty the King’s repre- 
sentative; and it is most undesirable 
that anything should be said or done 
here which could possibly tend to lessen 
the Viceroy’s dignity or power, or lower 
him in the estimation of the natives of 
India. 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE vor INDIA (The Marquess of 
Batu): I venture at the outset of my 
remarks to assure the noble Marquess 
that I fully recognise not only his right 
to bring this subject before your Lord- 
ships’ attention, but I also recognise 
the propriety of his doing so. I should 
like to add, if I may, that I appreciate 
that the motive of the noble Marquess 
in so doing has been entirely for the 
public good. I recognise the authority 
of his experience both in India and at 
home, and although he has alluded with 
some warmth to certain portions of the 
policy which has actuated the despatch, 
and to the despatch itself, I venture to 
thank him for the manner in which he 
has brought this subject before the 
notice of your Lordships. I remember 
also that there is a noble Lord, who has 
his place upon the benches opposite, 
who has served in the office of Viceroy 
with the highest distinction. Your Lord- 
ships have, moreover, been addressed by 
the noble and gallant Earl on the Cross 
Benches, to whom not only the Indian 
Army, but the British Army, owes 
so much for the glory of their achieve- 
ments. I have further to remember 
that there sits behind me my _ noble 
friend the Leader of the House, whose 
years of office as Viceroy of India are 
gratefully remembered as amongst the 
most valuable and valued in the annals 
of the Indian Empire. The House will 
appreciate that in approaching the subject 
which is now before us I am overweighted 
by the reflection that my critics—if they 
my critics—are certainly not lacking in 
personal knowledge or experience of 
the matters under review. 


‘The noble Marquess who brought this 
subject forward did full justice to its 
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antiquity, and he reminded us that this 
controversy is not only not of recent 
growth, but is of very long standing. 
And, my Lords, he was able to speak 


with the authority of his experience on | 


{LORDS} 
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Lord Kitchener’s proposals as contained 
in his Minute had been accepted. 


THE Marevuess or RIPON: 
as regards the Army Department. 


Yes, 


the question as it presented itself even | 


before the Report of the Ashley Eden | 


Commission, which sat over a quarter of 
a century ago. I would remind the 
House that really ever since that time 
this question has from time to time been 
more or less acute in its eruptions. But, 
my Lords, when at length two eminent 
public servants in India—the Governor- 
General and his Commander-in-Chief— 
entered the lists to take part in this 
controversy they naturally became the 
protagonists in the fray. They are both 
masterful men—thev are masterful in 
mind, they are masterful in action— 
and they both masterful 
vocabulary ; and thus it came to pass 
that matters reached a when 
in the interests of the Army in India, 
in the interests of the Government of 
India, ave, and in the interests of the 
Kmapire at large, it became necessary for 
the Government at home to seek some 
means to solve this vexed problem, 
t> put an end to this dispute, and 
to remove the causes of friction and of 
combustion, and if possible to settle 
what has been so long unsettled and to 
decide what has been so long uncertain. 


possess a 


Crisis 


I do not think that I should be doing 
either of the great controversialists any 
injustice, or be minimising the importance 
of this subject, if I venture to sum up the 
question 2s it presents itself to my mind. 
The Commander-in-Chief threw down the 
gauntlet by 
wrong,’ and the Viceroy promptly re- 
plied ** All’s well.” Well, my Lords, 


between these two wholly antagonistic 


saving 


essertions and contentions it was 
necessary to find out the exact 
ficts. Both of these — statements 
could not be correct; was either of 


So far from 
having started 


them absolutely correct ? 
the home Government 
the question, this controversy was 
forced upon them because someone 
had 4to decide. The noble Marquess 
opposite appeared to me to deal 
principally in his speech with the 


supposition that the result of the decision 
of the Secretary of State would be that 
The Marquess of Beth. 


‘Everything is | 


*THE Mareuess or BATH: IT am 
speaking not only as regards the Army, 
but also as regards the position of his 
colleague. 


T said it 
Amy 


THE MArRQUEsS OF RIPON: 
would regerded 


M4 the 
Department. 


be so as 


*THE Marquess or BATH: The noble 
Marquess, I think, also threw some scorn 
upon what he called the comproniuse, 
[ shall venture to allude to that question 
again in a few momerts, but I ask the 
House to remember that Lord Kitchener 
based the proposals in his Minute upon 
Imperial as well as upon Indien grounds, 


and I suggest, without at this moment 


expressing any opinion, upon it. that 
those proposals could not be thrust 


aside without examination or by a mere 
negation. The noble Marquess has drawn 
a picture of what would occur supposing 
the Commander-in-Chief was absent cou- 
ducting military operations at the front, 
and therefore unable to be by the side 
of the Governor-General and his Council. 
But surely the answer to that supposition 
and to that contention is that the Com- 
mander-in-Chief is not allowed to leave 
the country, and,in fect. I do not think 
I am stating it at all too stro: uly when I 
sav that he is not ellowed to take 
command of active operations in wat, 
without the leave of the Secretary of 
State. I cannot help feeling that that 
portion of the argument which deals 
with the fear, and perhaps the natural 
fear, expressed by the Government of 
India scarcely took that prohibition mto 
account. It is perfectly true that the 
Commander-in-Chief will have to per- 
|form inspection duties. I speak, of 
course, with great hesitation on a matter 
of this nature, but what I venture 
to suggest is that his inspections should 
be those of great importance and not too 
frequent, and that the inspection of the 
minor units should be left to his sub- 
ordinate officers. I venture to suggest 


| that the place, and the proper place, 
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for the Commander-in-Chief at inspection 
time is at the great camps of exercise, 
and at the very large military centres. 
Therefore, I again venture to suggest 
that the fear that has been held out 
of the Commander-in-Chief being very 
frequently away from the centre of 
Government will not prove that bar to 
the efficient conduct of the business 
which it is proposed to place more fully 
in his hands. 


I do also think, if I may venture to 
say so with all respect, that the con- 


ditions have considerably changed 
since. the davs when those eminent 


authorities expressed the strong opinions 
they did, and which the noble Marquess 
quoted, with regard to the inadvisability 
of the Commander-in-Chief being away 
from the central Government. After 
all, telegraphs have, in spite of what the 
noble Marquess says, largely improved 
since those davs. It should also be 
orne in mind that the conditions 
ot travel of communication, even 
by other means than telegraphs, have 


1 
ana 


vastly improved, and I do think 
that the inconveniences arising from 
the absence of the Commander-in- 


Chiet will not prove nearly so serious 
now as they did in the days to which the 
noble Marquess has referred. 


The noble Marquess dealt with the 
second military adviser wh», he said, was 
being taken away from the Governor- 
General in Counctl—and I cannot help 
feeling that the whole of his speech was 


strongly influenced by that appre- 
heusioi—and he also alluded to the 
native and political questions that 


would arise, and which were constantly 
arising ; and he made a point of the fact 
that by the scheme, as decided upon by the 
Secretary of State, the Viceroy would be 
entirely deprived of a second military 
opinion. Surely, the noble Marquess has 
forgotten that in the scheme as decided 
upon by my right hon. friend express 
provision is made for dealing with these 
native and political questions by means 
of the Mobilisation Committee, which is a 
Committee upon which both the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and the Military Supply 
Member will have their seats. So far 
as the second military adviser is con- 
cerned, I would venture to remind him 
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that it is not proposed to withdraw him 


from his seat on the Council. 


The noble Marquess seemed to become 
somewhat indignant in regard to a 
passage in the despatch of the Secretary 
of State, in which he alluded to the fact 
that the Military Member,—or may I 
use what is perhaps a more correct ex- 
pression, the Member in Charge of the 
Military Department—— 

THE Marevuess or RiPON: It is 
certainly longer. 


*THe Marquess or BATH: Yes, it is 
longer, but think that the short title 
has tended to produce serious miscon- 
ceptions in the general consideration of 
the matter—the noble Marquess appeared 
I say, to be indignant because the Secre- 
tary of State alluded to this official as 
being in an inferior position to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. I think the correct 
words are ““Another expert of less standing 
and reputation than himself.” But surely 
the very instances which the noble Mar- 
quess quoted show conclusively that this 
Military Member must necessarily be of 
less standing and reputation than the 
Commander-ia-Chief. You mus* surely 
compare things with the present, and you 
must compare each Military Member with 
his contemporary Commander-in-Chief. 
It is not for me, my Lords, to pass any 
comment or to express any views upon the 
distinguished officers who have held 
posts of Commander-in-Chief and 
Military Member. It is quite possible 
that some Military Members have been 
of far superior attainments to some of 
the Commanders -in-Chief, but I do 
submit—and especially in the instances 
which the noble Marquess gave us of the 
two distinguished officers who eventually 
became Commander-in-Chief—that the 
officer, whoever he may be, who holds 
the office of Military Member must 
necessarily be of standing and 
reputation than the thea existing Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 


less 


One other point te which the 
noble Marquess referred was the fact 
that the Military Member—I use the 


short title in spite of what I said—would 
be debarred from going to the Viceroe 
on his own account. Surely the nobly 
Marquess is mistaken, because it is still 
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competent for any Member of the Vice- 
roy’s Council to go and consult the Viceroy 
on his own initiative. 


*THe Marquess oF RIPON: 
to interrupt, and I am sorry to say that 
to interrupt is a growing habit in both 
Houses of Parliament. I must, however, 
state that what I did say was that the 
Military Member would not see by the 
papers passing under his eves what was 


going on, and that unless the Viceroy sent | 
for him he would not be able to know | 
what was going on in the other branch | 


of the military administration. I did 
not say anything more than that. 
*Tue MarguEss or BATH: I was) 


going on to the point that he would not 
have access to the papers. Of course I 
speak under a disadvantage in discussing 
this matter with the noble Marquess, but 
I believe the Members of the Council can 
call for papers. 


* THe Marquess or RIPON: It they 
want them. 


*Tue Marquess oF BATH: Yes, if 
they want them. But, after all, may 
I venture to remind the noble Lord that 
I think the general impression left on one’s 
mind by those Papers which have been 
presented to Parliament is that both 
Sir Edmund Elles and the Viceroy in 
his Minute and despatch were afraid that 
the questions affecting the Indian Army, 
and political matters, would not receive 
the consideration which their importance 
deserved. But, my Lords, those ques- 
tions will all go before the Mobilisation 
Committee, they will be discussed from 
their proper aspect by the two branches 
of the Army administration, and those 
questions are all necessarily bound to 
come up before the Viceroy, who will have 
the whole of this expert advice to fall 
back upon. 


to the appointment of that new official, the 
Secretary. My impression is that he will 
be appointed like the other officers, and 
that is by the Viceroy. 


Perhaps I may be permitted to say one 
word on a matter upon which the noble 
Marquess laid some stress, and I ap- 
proach it witha good deal ot diffidence, 


The Marquess of Bath. 


{LORDS} 


I hate | 


The noble Marquess asked | 
the Government one Question with regard | 
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because I have not had _ that legal 


which enables one to deal 
with such a subject with rapidity and 
with accuracy, but I may tell the noble 
Marquess that we are advised, and it is 
'a strong opinion held by the India Office 
and the Secretary of State, that the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1861 have not been 
contravened in any respect. I beg 
to remind your Lordships that the 
Act of 1861 is also governed by the 
Act of 1853, and in that Act it is 
distinctly laid down— 

“That the said Board shall have and be 
invested with full power and authority to super- 
intend, direct, and control all acts, operations, 
and concerns of the said company which in any 
wise relate to or concern the government or 
revenues of the said territories, or the property 
hereby vested in the said company in trust as 
aforesaid, and all grants of salaries, gratuities, 
and allowances, and all other payments and 
charges whatever, out of or upon the 
revenues and property respectively, 
as hereinafter is mentioned.” 


) training 





said 
except 


I submit that that section governs the 
provisions of the Act of 1861. I do not 
deny that the Governor-General, by 
Section 8, can lawfully make his own 
rules and regulations for the more con- 
venient transaction of business. It has 
been the custom, and it has happened that 
the Home Government have issue! their 
decisions—because they are decisions, and 
I think the noble Marquess will acknow- 
ledge that—to the Governor-General, and 
have left him to frame the rules and to 
carry them out. 


*THE Marquess oF RIPON: Yes, in 
regard to the arrangements in his own 
Council. 


*THeE Marquess or BATH: If think 
I can give the noble Marquess an instanc 
| which comes to my mind, In the year 
1888 it became necessary in the opinion 
-of the Home Government to reorganise 
the duties of the Finance Member. The 
matter was discussed between the Gov- 
ernment of India and the India Office. 
and it was my noble friend Lord Cross. 
who was in the House at the beginning of 
this debate, who himself that 
decision out to Lord Dufferin, who was 
then Governor-General, leaving it to him 
to make any modifications in the existing 
rules for the conduct of business which 
might be required to give effect to those 
| Instructions. 


sent 
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THe MArRQUESS OF RIPON: 
left it to him. 


Yes, he 


*THE Marquess or BATH: Yes, the 
rul)s were made by Lord Dufferin, and 
it fell to the lot of my noble friend behind 
me (Lord Lansdowne) when he went out 
to India to refer those rules home to the 
Secretary of State for his knowledge and 
approvel, There is nothing, so far as I 
know, inany Act of Parliament to prevent 
the Governor-General —it may be at the 
suggestion of the Secretary of State-— 
from allocatingany duties to the extra- 
ordinary Member of the Council that 
he chooses just in the same way as he 
allocates duties for the couvenience of 
the conduct of business in India to the 
ordinary Members of his Council. The 
noble Marquess drew another picture of 
a future Secretary of State declining to 
place a future Commander-in-Chief on 
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expected as I think the noble Marquess 
tried to make out. 

The Papers which were laid upon the 
Table were laid, I know, forty-eight 
hours after the debate which took place 
in another place, but as a matter of fact 
I wish to assure the noble Marquess that 
their presentation was hurried on owing 
to that debate. They were hurried on 
in order to make Members of this House 
and Members of Parliament generally 
acquainted with these matters before 
that particular debate came on. There 
was every desire on the part of the 
Secretarvof State to meet the convenience 
of Parliament, and there has been no 
desire on his part to keep anything back. 


As I said before, it is a fact that these 
papers were presented certainly several 


| davs in advance of the time at which they 


this Board as an extraordinary Member. | 
I will only say in regard to that conten- | 


tion that if the present decisions have 
successful results, and if it turns out that 
the working of the military side of the 
Indian Government is freed from those 
difficulties which it has experienced in 


the past, then [ do not think that we | 
need fear that any future Secretary “of | 


State will be bold enough to upset an 
arrangement Which we hope and. believe 
we have placed upon a satisfactory basis. 


The only other matter to which [ have to 
refer arising out of the speech of the noble 


Marquess is that he criticised with some | 


severity the Secretary of State’s despatch, 
and he criticised it especially because 
it conveyed the orders and the decisions 
of the Secretary of State in a rather un- 
necessarily harsh manner. I believe, 
my Lords, that it is an open secret that, 
While this question as a whole is of very 
long standing, this particular phase, this 
acute phase, has been going on also for 
a comparatively long time. Even when 
Lord Curzon was over here last summer 
it was then in progress, and the home 
authorities were able to consult with his 
Excellency and to settle the manner in 
Which the question should be brought up. 
It was brought up by the despatch of the 
Secretary of State, and it was therefore, 


| venture to suggest, clear that both | 


the despatch and the decision of the 








naturally would have been presented, and 
this was done in order to endeavour to 
place them on the Table, if possible, in 
time for the debate in another place. 


Now I desire to say a few words upoi 
another matter to which the nople Mar- 
quess opposite did not refer, and. may | 
say, to his honour he did not refer. Stand- 
ing here as I do, and defending, as [ hope 
I am doing, the decision of the Govern- 
ment with regard to this vexed question, 
I cannot allow the suggestions which have 
been made in very many quarters with 
regard to the action of the Secretary of 
State to pass unchallenged. It has been 
suggested that the Secretary of State 
has taken in this matter the side of Lord 
Kitchener, and that he has against him 
the Governor-General and the whole 
of his Council. Against that suggestion 
I beg to temind your Lordships that for 
the last twenty-five years at least— 
whatever may have been the numerous 
and yvalious recommendations which 
have been made to solve the difficulty, 
and which show to my mind the 
extent of the difficulty—I shall not 
be exaggerating when I sav that every 
one of the distinguished officers who has 
held the post of Commander-in-Chief has 
chafed with varying degrees of irritation 
against the ever-growing assumptions of 
the Military Department of control over 
the Commander-in-Chief. This irritation 
assumed the form of an open sore when 
Lord Kitchener appeared upon the 


Government could not have been so un-/ scene. I do not deny it. Does the 
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Secretary of State stand alone? His 
decision, long and carefully considered, 
was arrived at not as his cwn auto- 
cratic judgment, but as the ma- 
tured conclusion of the Cabinet. He 
was supported, and his decision was 
approved, by those distinguished Mem- 
bers of the Indian Council who have 
themselves had the widest experience, 
both civil and military, in India before 
they took their seats upon the Council 
Board athome. The facts and the history 
of events were submitted for advice to 
distinguished officers who have held 
the positions both of Commander-in- 
Chief and Militarv Member in India, and 


thus fortified, thus instructed, and thus | 


supported, the Secretary of State came 
to his decision. 
has not taken sides either for or against 


any individual. He isnot biassed, but, if | 


[ may say so with all respect, he has with 
great industry, with absolute honesty, 
and with a single-minded determination 
sought out the truth, searched for the 


facts, and aimed at a decision which, no | 


matter whom it pleased or displeased. 


should secure the safety and the well- | 


bemg of the Indian and the 


Empire as a whole. 


Army 


The noble Marquess said that if it | 


was merely a question of the assump- 
tion of power in the Military Depart- 
ment it could be settled in a 
moment. The Secretary of State came 
to the conclusion that the existing 
condition of affairs could not go 
with safety to the State, and every 
military authority he consulted was and 
isofthat opinion. Between the antagon- 


on 


istic assertions of the Viceroy on the | 


one hand and the Governor-General on 
the other, the Secretary of State sought, 
it is true, a via media. IL stand here 


and claim that the Secretary of State | 


has found that va media. The Governor- 
General on July 6th made certain repre- 
sentations as to modifications in the 
Secretary of State’s despatch of 
May 3lst, and he appended to that 
communication the satisfactory and 
significant statement—“ the Commander- 
in-Chief entirely concurs in these pro- 


posals.” Thereupon the Secretary of 

State practically adopts these pro- 

posals in detail. There, I venture 

to? suggest, the controversy might 
The Marquess of Bath. 


{LORDS} 


The Secretary of State | 
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, have closed. Stripped of personal 
| jea‘ousies, stripped of masterful rhetoric, 
\free from the heat engendered by past 
| friction, surely it is fair to say that 
‘this problem has been solved in the 
‘interests of the State, and not for the 
exaltation or humiliation of any _par- 
ticular individual. What the Governor- 
General and the Commander-in-Chiei 
have agreed upon, and what the Secretary 
of State and the Home Government have 
accepted, ought at least to be given a 
fair trial before it is condemned, and it 
| ought at least to be put to the test before 
'the controversy begins again. I suggest 
to your Lordships that there can be no 
end to any dispute if the disputants are 
| to be free to begin their fight all over 
again before the ink on the paper on 
which the settlement is written is dry, 


I have refrained purposely from 
commenting upon the language of 
the Minutes of Lord Curzon, Lord 
Kitchener, and Sir Edmund Elles, 


because I do not think any commentary 
(of that kind would serve any useful 
purpese, The Government and this 
House are not concerned with dialectical 
|triumphs; what we are concerned with 
is the safety of the State, with the 
fortunes of the Empire, and wi 
the efficiency of the Army. In 
recent vears, as I think the noble Mar- 
himself suggested, 
of the Member in charge of the Military 
Department has, owing to an excep- 
tional state of affairs, tended to 
from being that of a civil administrator 
to that of a purely expert military 
adviser. This position has been con- 
demned by high military authority 
/and also by eminent Indian administra- 
tors. I think it is only fair to say that 
Lord Kitchener, however strong and 
extreme some of his proposals may have 
been, has insisted all along on the re- 
tention of the military supremacy of the 
Governor-General. 


ith 
Pep 
the position 


quess 


pass 


THe Margvess oF RIPON: Of course 


he has. 


*THe Marevess or BATH: He has 
all along repudiated any idea of estab- 
lishing a military autocracy. At all 


events he is entitled to the credit of mean- 
ing what he says; but lest the result 
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of these changes which we have proposed | 


should by any chance have that tendency, 
the Governor-General submitted certain 
proposals which the Commander-in-Chief 
accepted, and of which the Secretary 
of State and the Home Government 
approved, My Lords, I suggest 
that both loyalty and common sense 
demand that this decision should be 
respected, 


It is clear, I think, that the 
dispute and the real point at 
between the Governor-General and the 
Commander-in-Chief was that, on the one 
hand, the Governor-General was afraid 
lest the Commander-in-Chief’s intention 
was to establish a military autocracy 
and to subvert the authority of the 
Governor-General, as it has existed ever 
since the Government of India has been 
under this country ; and, on the other 
hand, the Commander-in-Chietf was atraid 
that the Military Member had assumed, 
Was assuming, a position which gave 
him a control over the military conduct 
of purely military affairs which he was 
never intended to possess, and which 
would be fatal to the successful 
conduct of military matters, for 
which, I suggest, the Commander-in- 
Chief could and should alone be 
responsible to the Governor-General. 
Un the one hand, the Secretary of State 
laid down that the military supremacy of 
the Governor-General should remain, 
and that that eminent public servant 
should retain all the powers he had 
hitherto possessed in that direction. He 
laid down that the power of veto 
should rest exclusively with the Governor- 
General in Council. So much for the 
fear of the subversion of the military 
supremacy of the Viceroy. In the second 
place he decided that, whilst the second 
military adviser should not be with- 
drawn from the Council, that Member 
should be relegated to the position which 
le was originally intended to occupy, 
and that he should no longer possess that 
power of veto, without reference to the 
Governor-General in Council which he 
had hitherto exercised, and that his 
functions should be more those of a civil 
administrator with military knowledge 
aud experience, in accordance with the 


issue 





( 
ang 


original intention, If, as I trust, I have | 


made this point clear, I have at all events 
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fulfilled the object for which I rose in 
reply to the speech of the noble Marquess 
opposite. 


(Army Administration). 


Lorp SANDHURST: I so seldom 
intervene in discussions in your Lord- 
ships’ House that possibly I may be 
excused on this occasion for asking your 
indulgence, because I happen to have had 
the honour of administering the Govern- 
ment of one of the Presidencies of India, 
and therefore this question is one of 
absorbing interest to me. At the same 
time, those who are conversant with our 
complex system of government in Indi: 
may very well suggest that it is out of 
place for me, having been a Presidency 
(rovernor, to interfere in this discussion 
because these matters have to do princi- 
pally, if not wholly, with the Government 
of India. At the same time I think that 
while it is natural to suppose that a mar 
should give what he may consider his 
best energies to the duties that fall upon 
him within his own Presidency, it 1s 
natural also,I think, that he should extend 
his purview somewhat, and observe and 
form opinions upon matters which, al- 
though they are beyond his personal ken 
as an administrator, no doubt have to do 
with the development, and_ therefore 
with the happiness, of the people ot 
India. The noble Marquess below me, 
and the noble and gallant Lord on the 
cross benches, have with great 
detail, owing to the wealth and 
knowledge of their experience, into the 
varlous subjects connected with this 
question. I do not propose to follow 
them in that detail. I may say that ! 
agree with the noble Marquess below me, 
and f{ should like to add this particular 
remark to what he said. Of course i 
know that no matter which side one 
speaks from it is very difficult indeed to 
entirely dissociate from the minds of 
some people that there must be a political 
bias in the action that one may take in 
criticising the action of the Government 
of the day. But { can assure your Lord- 
ships that no such feeling as that actu- 
ates me in the slightest degree whatever, 
and [ should deem it a very great mis- 
fortune if any large section of the public 
in India, or the public officers in India, 
thought they could appeal with success 
from one great political Party 1n England 


gone 


| to the other. 
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statement of the noble Marquess who has 
just’ addressed us, and!] could not help 
regretting that it had not been the 
duty of the noble Marquess either to 
draft or supervise the despatch of 
May 31st, especially when | listened to the 
conciliatory sentences in which he ad- 
dressed your Lordships. 1 shall say 
more about that despatch before I sit 
down. In the course of his speech the 
noble Marquess certainly drew an in- 
teresting picture of what a happy family 
the officials at the India Office must be 
when they hear all about these strong 
controversies and rhetoric and so forth. 
But surely this is not quite a sufficient 
reason for changing the whole principle 
upon which the Government of India was 
founded so many vears ago. As regards 
the Commander-in-Chief and his power 
of inspection, it seems that we are 
dangerously approaching the position 
that if we do not take care we shall 
have neither a Military Member of 
Council nor a Commander-in-Chief, be- 
cause when that great functionary should 
be at the side of the Viceroy he will be 
going about the country inspecting, and 
when he ought to be inspecting he will be 
required by the side of the Viceroy. I 
heard the noble Marquess say that the 
inspection of the Commander-in-Chiet 
should be confined, for example, sav, to 
such great camps as Delhi and elsewhere. 
Now I have had acquaintance 
with the Commander-in-Chiet, and =f 
must say that being a Commaider-in- 
Chief and a Member of the Council his 
iaspection duties took him continually 
wway from the Government 
wherever that might happen to be. 


some 


seat of 


Ido not propose to call before your 
Lordships the names of those two great 
functionaries between whom this contro- 
versy has taken place, and who have been 
the very centre of it. With all submission, 
[ say that it does not seem to me to be a 
question either of Lord Curzon on the 
one hand or Lord Kitchener on the 
other. The service of the Viceroy in 
India is nearly concluded, and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief has, I believe, com- 
pleted about half his term; therefore it 
appears to me that this question goes 
far beyond the individual controversies 


of two or three or half-a-dozen individuals, 


Lord Sandhurst. 


{LORDS} 


1 listened with great pleasure to the | 





LTS 
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however high their functions may be. 
It is, on the one hand, the case of a great 
soldier in charge of a service who by the 
time he reaches the end of his service in 
that exalted position will have spent the 
best years and very nearly the whole of his 
responsible life in the service of his 
country. Of course from the very 
nature of the case he has immediately 
under his eve the Army and the interests 
of that Army, and it would be very 
strange if it were otherwise. On the 
other hand, the great statesman who js 
sent out from this country as Viceroy 
must naturally be anxious to do his best 
to meet the demands of his military 
advisers, and meet as far as he can th 
militarv necds, but at the same time he 
must also keep his eve upon, and fulfil 
the requirements, of the various civil 
services which are under his control and 
supervision, I must say that upon that 
point T agree with the noble Marquess 
who brought in this Motion. 


When I, like other students, tak the 
Blue-book in mv hands, I feel bound to say 
without anv hesitation whatever. that not 
only is the weight of evidence. but also the 
weight of argument, in my opinion. in 
favour of the svstem as it existed a short 
time ago in pre ference to the 
which has heen brought 
Some of this strong language 


<Vstem 
about. 
which has 
heen flying about is very much like what 
we are accustomed to call in India semi- 
official letters, and though it mav be 
extremely spicy reading, at the 
time | feel bound to say that the des- 
patch of the Government of India signed 
by the whole of the Government and 
the Minutes signed by the Viceroy 
himself are Papers of dignity and modera- 
tion. I was pleased to hear the noble 
Marquess remark that he had behind 
him the whole of the Indian Council. 
He says he has the Viceroy and _ the 
whole of his Council behind him, and I 
do not for one moment doubt that asser- 
tion. I mav say, however, that I have 
searched about to find men of experience 
who have passed a great many vears 
both in military and civilian life is 
India—I do not mean merely arm-chair 
politicians and so forth, but men who 
think a great deal and have the interests 
of India at heart—and I have never been 
able to find one person who agrees 


how 
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with the view taken by the Government. 
The noble Marquess says the Secretary 
of State’s Council is in favour of it, and 
of course there is an end of that matter 
as regards them. 


There was, however, another point 
I should like to refer to which was 
touched upon by the noble Marquess. 
]t has been pointed out how heavy 
the duties of the Commander-in-Chief 
ave, and I think that remark applies 
to every official, whether military or 
civilian. throughout the whole Depen- 
dency of India. No doubt these pro- 
posals will increase his work, and that 
work will have to be carried on when 


he is travelling about or upon his 
tours of inspection. The noble Mar- 
quess the Leader of the House, the 
noble Marquess upon this side, and 


others who have had to do with Indian 
administration, know what a very serious 
matter it is when your papers and boxes 
have to catch you up, and that after the 
active work you may be pursuing, either 
as a soldier or as one engaged upon 
famine relief works, at the end of the day 
when you come in you have had quite 
enough to do without finding the whole 
of your boxes waiting for you and with- 
out being obliged to sit down and tackle 
them at once. That is a very serious 
matter to the Commander-in-Chief, how- 
ever strong and willing he may be, to 
undertake at the end of a long day’s 
inspection, It was pointed out by the 
noble Marquess opposite that you have 
the telegraph. So you have, and I 
agree with the noble Marquess that the 
telegraph is an admirable thing if you 
want to say ‘‘ Yes’? or ‘‘No’’ or 
issue an order, and have it promptly 
carried out. But, after all, the telegraph 
renders people liable to many mistakes 
and misapprehensions if you have to 
carry on important business by telegram. 


Then, again, we cannot get away from 
the fact that important as it is the Army is 
only one of the services of India. There 
are a great many other services which the 
Viceroy and various other high officials 
have to control. They are, of course, 
not of the same enormous importance 
as the Army, but they nevertheless have 
their place in the government of the 
country. Take irrigation, education, the 
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railways, and so forth, and other matters 
many of which are necessary for the 
preservation of life and for the develop- 
ment of the resources of India. Llook upon 
these proposals and these arrangements 
which have been carried out with mistrust 
for this reason. I have had only a slight 
acquaintance with Lord Kitchener, and 
he may be a man who takes a broad view 
of the government of India, and is 
willing to agree that certain proportions 
of the funds and so forth must be set 
aside for other purposes. But supposing 
that you import into the Commander-in- 
Chiefship in India first of all an inex- 
perienced officer as regards India; I 
will not further dilate upon that point, 
because it was so clearly put by the 
noble and gallant Earl on the cross 
benches. Supposing he obtains a_pre- 
ponderating influence with the Viceroy, 
what becomes of the other services ? It 
is perfectly true that in the last few years 
Lord Curzon has been so fortunate as to 
have at his command surpluses from 
which he has able to ladle out 
money with both hands to the Military 
Department and also to the other services 
of the State. But when I had the honour 
to be in India for five years I can assure 
your Lordships that for four out of those 
five years money was extremely scarce, 
and those who have 


been 


had to do with 
India know pertectly well how hard it is to 
carry on administration for the develop- 
ment of any Indian province, or to 
improve your administration, when you 
have no funds whatever to do it with, 
and that is where I am afraid the danger 
may come in with the Military Depart- 
ment, who might get an undue pro- 
portion of the funds at the disposal of the 
Viceroy. 


Suppose for a moment that you have 
a determined Viceroy and a_ deter- 
mined Commander-in-Chief. Things may 
be at a deadlock, and then we come back 
to the telegraph of which we have heard 
so much and we find that the unfortunate 
Secretary of State has to spend a great 
deal of time telegraphing to smooth over 
both these high officials and remove the 
friction between them. Instead of re- 
moving obstacles, we shall be creating 
fresh difficulties by this course. One of the 
points raised in one of Lord Kitchener’s 
Minutes was that the system was so slow. 
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I do not wish in any way to defend dila- 
toriness or slowness, but those of us who 
have had to work in the East know that 
in India of all places everything, from 
the very nature of the country, must be 


slow. There is no getting out of that 
fact. I believe that one of the reasons 


of our success in governing India is that 
there has been slow and sure and careful 
administration, and this has ensured 
efficiency, and has produced a just 
administration. 


I regret that in the Minute the organisa- | 


tion of the Army of India was some- 
what belittled, if not in words certainly 
by insinuation, by the 
in-Chief. and I hope 

the native Army will not suffer in 
consequence. After all issaid and done, 
we have observe d how quickly troops 
have been sent from India, in one instance 


to Natal, which by some authorities are | 


said to have saved Natal at the outbreak 
ofthe South African War. We also know 
how Indian troops were sent to China, 
and we have had recent experience of 
the value of Indian troops in the Tirah 
Campaign. 
Army are by no means slow to criticise 
arrangements which they consider to be 
faulty, but, so far as my own experience 
goes, I never heard anything but praise 
of the way the Tirah Expedition was 
carried out from start to finish. 


I must say a word or two in regard to 
the despatch of the 51st May, although my 
noble friend has already alluded to it. I 
concur with him in the deprecatory terms 
in which he spoke of that despatch. It 
almost seems to me that when the Secre- 
tary of State penned or agreed to that 
despatch that he almost forgot to whom 
he was writing, and,if he did not forget 
it, he failed to appreciate and realise 
the position that that high functionary 
holdsin the native mind, not only as the 
Viceroy of India, but as the direct repre- 
sentative of the Sovereign. Iam certain 
that if the noble Marquess the Under- 
Secretary of State for India had been 
entrusted with the supervision of that 
despatch it would have reached India, 
if it had been intended for publication, 
in a very different form than the terms 
in which it has now been issued. No- 


body knows better than the noble Mar- 
quess below me, and the noble Marquess 


Lord Sandhurst 


{LORDS} 


‘ | 
Commander- 
recruiting — for | 


We know that officers in our | 
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‘opposite, that the Viceroy of India has 
beyond all laws and regulations a great 
power, a great moral power for good and 

| for social development, and I very much 
| fear that the natives of India, who ate 
| very quick to perceive anything, will 
|think that a slight has been put upon 
|the Viceroy and the whole of his Council 
by the terms of that despatch. 


[I will sav one word about Lord Curzon, 
[have had the honour of serving with and 
under Lord Curzon for somie little time. | 
do not, however, hold any brief for him. 
and [ have never heard from him on this 
ject at all, indeed I do not correspond 
with him because experience teactis 
me that Viceroys have other things to 
do than io peruse the academic effusions 
of their friends. But we have had a great 
many Viceroys extending over an enor- 
mous period of vears, including the two 
Marquesses sitting on either side of 
ithe Table, who have given the best vears 
|of their lives to the service of their 
country in India and to the service of 
| , a 
j the people of India. I do not, however. 
| think it is an exaggeration to say that 
there is not one of the many Viceroys 
| who have served India who has brought 
| greater singleness of mind to bear upon 
the great office that he holds and on the 
subjects with which he has to deal and who 
in spite of delicate bealth involving much 
pain, has devoted greater energy to the 
office which he adorns, or has brought 
greater capacity to the various subjects 
which have to come before him, and to 
whom the Government paid the unique 
comphment—certainly unique in modern 
days—of prolonging his tenure of office 
fora year or two. Then, at the eleventh 
hour, he is made the public recipient of 
this despatch, which contains the slight 
to which I have referred. 


I desire, my Lords, in conclusion, to 
associate myself with the noble 
Marquess below me in his view as to the 





contents of this Blue-book. I am 
certainly persuaded that these pro- 
posals have not heen attended by 


any present advantage, and I look at 
them with some little apprehension as 
regards the future, because they embody 
a system which, so far as I have been able 
to observe, is opposed by the whole of 
the public opinion of India, and stands 
almost condemned by the greater part 
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of the men at home who have had ex- 
perience In India. 


STATE 
(The Mar- 


*THeE SECRETARY oF 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
quess of LANspowne) : 
have listened with pleasure to the warm 
eulogy which the noble Lord who has 
just sat down passed on the brilliant 
services of Lord Curzon as Viceroy of 
India. | 
ated by His Majesty’s Government could 
not be proved in a more signal manner 
than by the fact that they have asked 
him to extend his term in India to a 
period exceeding in length the term of 
any of his predecessors, and it is super- 
fluous for me to assure your Lordships 
that nothing has been further from our 
thoughts than by anything we have said 
or written either to give him personal 


offence or to derogate from the high 
position he has held in the face of the 


people of India. 

Even those of us who do not entirely 
agree with the arguments of the noble 
Marquess opposite must have noticed with 
admiration the energy and vigour with 
which he treated the proposals which 
have been made by His Majesty's (rovern- 
ment and now accepted by the Indian 
Government. Butas the noble Marquess’s 
blows fell fast and furious, [ could not help 
feeling that we might, perhaps, complain 
of him a little for what I cannot help 
calling his ingratitude to us in a very 
essential particular. The noble Marquess 
found fault with the settlement which has 
arrived at, but throughout 
whole of his speech I did not catch a single 
word of acknowledgement of that which, 
after all, must be regarded by the noble 
Marquess as no small admission of the 
principle for which he contends—I mean 
our absolute refusal to listen to Lord | 
Kitchener’s proposal to put an end to the | 
existence of the Military Member of 
Council. We found ourselves in the position | 
of having to decide between the demand of | 
Lord Kitchener that the office of Military | 
Member should be absolutely put an end 
to, and the view of the Government of | 
India that it should be preserved, and | 
that he should remain very much in the | 


*,e . . | 
position which he has always occupied, | 


been 


{1 Aucust 1905} 
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Let me say at once that I am one of 
those who are firmly convinced that it is 
essential that we should have two high 
officials in those positions, and that their 


i duties should not be concentrated in the 


My Lords, I | 


That these, services are appreci- 


person of a single official, however dis- 
tinguished. In the first place, I do not 
know of any human shoulders broad 
enough to bear the double load at present 
borne by these two men ; and I may add 
t> that that, in my belief, the duties of 
the two offices are really distinct. 
It may be diificult to define them with 
scientific precision, but they fall under the 
two heads which the noble Marquess speci- 
fied—the duties of Army administration 
and those of Army command—I may add 
also to that that, in my belief, it would 
be unfortunate, if among the ordinary 
Members of the Council there were not 
to be always one with some knowledge of 
military affairs, and able when necessary 
to give the Viceroy the benefits of his 
advice. I believe that. for the reason 
which was given by the noble and gallant 
Lord who spoke from the cross benches, 
without such an arrangement you will 
always be liable to find that particularly in 
periods of transition between the terms 
of one Commeander-in-Chief and another 
the Viceroy in Council is deficient in that 
entire knowledge of the affairs and require- 
ments of the Indian Native Army which 


is so essential to the Government of 


India. 


the | 


We hear our Army in this country 
spoken of as a delicate organism with 
which it is hazardous to tamper, but the 
Indian Army is a much more delicate 
organism, and I, for one, should deeply 
reeret to see any change which would 
diminish by one jot the security we 
now possess that the interests of the 
Indian Army will be thoroughly under- 
stood and thoroughly respected. I may 
add further that in my belief the system 
under which the Viceroy has had the 
advantage of the advice both of the 
Commander-in-Chief and of a Member of 
Council with military knowledge and 
experience has, on the whole, worked 
well. There have been periods of friction, 
and such periods of friction have not 
been entirely unknown to us in this 
country; but, taking the arrangement 
as a whole, I believe it is one which is for 


and we decided against Lord Kitchener. | the interest of the Government of India. 
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Although, however, we may hold those 
views, that does not seem to me a reason 
why we should be precluded from recon- 
sidering and, if necessary, revising the 
distribution of work as between the 
Commander-in-Chief and the Military 


Member of Council. I listened with 
some surprise to that part of the 
noble Marquess’s argument in’ which 


he endeavoured to convince the House 


that such a redistribution of duties 
was a breach of the Constitution 
of India. The noble Marquess relied, 


if I remember rightly, on the terms 
of the Act of 1861, and he pointed 
out that under the eighth clause 
of that Act it was laid down that it 
should be lawful for the Governor-General 
from time to time to make rules and 
orders for the transaction of business in 
the Council; and the noble Marquess 
argued that because this function was 
given, not to the Governor-General] in 
Council, but to the Governor-General 
himself, therefore the Governor-General 
was unfettered in his discretion to deal 
with these rules and regulations. My 
Lords, I must say that that is an argu- 
ment which seems to me to be 
far-fetched. As I have understood 
the matter, the Government of India 
works in subordination to the Secre- 
tary of State in Council, and if, as is 
the case, the Secretary of State has the 
power of disallowing even the laws and 
Orders in Council which are made by the 
Government of India, surely it may be 
argued a fortiori that he has the right 
of modifying or challenging the rules and 
orders made by the Governor-General for 
the mere transaction of business; and 
my noble friend the noble Marquess 
near me was able to point out that, as a 
matter of fact, the Secretary of State has 
on various occasions claimed and exer- 
cised such a right of supervision over the 
conduct of the Governor-General in 
dealing with these rules and orders. 


The noble Marquess advanced another 
argument which also seemed to me 
extremely far-fetched. He suggested 
that because the Commander-in-Chief was 
not an ordinary, but an extraordinary 
Member of Council there was 
irregularity in giving him the assistance 
of a secretariat and in other respects 
placing him somewhat more upon the 
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footing of the ordinary Members of 
/Council. The noble Marquess did not 
press that argument very strongly ; but 
if he is able to show us in any of the 
statutes provisions which render it un- 
constitutional to do what we have 
done, that is, to assign certain extra 
duties to the Commander-in-Chief and to 
give him that clerical and_ secretarial 
assistance which he requires in order 
to perform them adequately, I shall be 
very grateful to the noble Marquess 
if he will indicate to me where such 
provisions are to be found. 


The noble Marquess ridiculed what 
he called the half-and-half arrangement 
which we had arrived at, which he said was 
in the nature of a weak compromise. The 
noble Marquess must have forgotten 
that this was not by any means the first 
occasion upon which there has been 
a redistribution of the duties of the 
Commander-in-Chief and the Military 
Member. Within my own experience 
[ remember sugh a readjustment of 


duties soon after I arrived in India. 
The noble and_ gallant Lord, Lord 
Roberts, was then Commander-in- 


Chief, and he represented that the pro- 
cedure which we were then in the habit of 
following was one which made it im- 
possible for him adequately to perform 
his duties, and thereupon the rules were 
revised and a fresh distribution of duties 
took place which I believe gave satisiac- 
tion to those concerned. More lately 
still, with the consent of Lord Curzon 
and his Government, there has been a 
readjustment of work under — which 
the great department of supply and 
transport was handed over from the 
Military Member’s department to the 
department of the Commander-in-Chiel. 
I cannot but think that the Papers on 
the Table of the House contain sufficient 
evidence to show that upon the present 
occasion some revision of the old arrange- 
ments was absolutely necessary. 


The root of the difficulty is not very 
far to seek. I think it arises from the 
fact that there is, and necessarily must 
be, a somewhat ill-defined frontier lire 
between those duties which may be 
described as purely military and those 
duties which belong more to the depart- 
ment of administration, There are few 
‘really important military questions into 
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which financial considerations do not 
enter, and in India there are few, I 
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{ 


would almost say no important military | 


questions into which political considera- 


tions do not enter. Take one or two cases | 


which at first sight look as if they were 
purely military cases—the question of 
the part of the country in which a fort 
or cantonment might be placed. That 
at first sight looks like a purely military 
question, but the noble Marquess knows 
as well as I do that political considerations 
would have to be taken into account. 
The same is true of matters concerning the 
recruitment of the native Army, and the 
manner in which regiments or battalions 
are constituted from different races. 
Again, take such a question as schemes of 
mobilisation—apparently a purely milt- 
tary question. A scheme of mobilisation, 
admirable on purely military grounds, 
may have the effect of denuding a par- 
ticular part of the country entirely of 


troops, regardless of the condition of that | 


part of the country, regardless of the 
state of the civil population, and of the 


dangers to which vou might be exposed | 


in the event of the sudden disappearance 


ot the force which has been habitually | : 
sei ~ | style of that despatch. 


quartered in its midst. It seems to me 
that the moral of these things is that we 
should endeavour to make between these 
two sets of duties the best 


should endeavour to bring the two 


departments as closely as possible to- | , 
. I | already arrived at. My Lords, the moment 


gether, to induce them if we can to regard 
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accessible in this country, authorities 
who included the noble and gallant 
Lord, Lord Roberts, and other officers 
of high military experience. The object 


of those proposals was to arrive 
at a better and more satisfactory 


definition of the duties to be assigned 
to the Commander-in-Chief on the one 
hand and to the Military Member of 
Council on the other; in the next place 
to recognise the undoubted preponderance 
of the Commander-in-Chief in all those 
questions which can be described as 
purely or mainly of a military character. 


We have: with this object, given 
the Commander-in-Chief direct access 
to the Viceroy, we have given him 


a secretariat of his own, and concurrently 
with that we have endeavoured to 
divest the Military Department of that 
somewhat over-military complexion which 
it has tended to assume in recent 
Years. 


One word only with regard to the 
despatch of May 3tst of which so much 
has been said. The noble Marquess and 
the noble Lord on the back bench both 
took strong exception to the tone and 
I do not think 
either of them singled out any passage, 


| any word containing anything disrespect- 


themselves as allies rather than as com- | 


petitors, and that we should provide 
for them some ready means of composing 
their differences, should any differences 
unhappily present themselves. In India 
the means are ready to hand, because it 


is always easy either for the Commander- | 


in-Chief or for the Military Member to 
have recourse either to the Governor- 
General individually or the Governor- 
General in Council (which meets once a 
week throughout the greater part of the 
year) when a difficult case requires to be 
discussed and adjusted. 


The noble Marquess was somewhat 
merciless to our proposals. I hope h> 
will allow me to remind him that 
those proposals were the result of long 
and anxious consultation of the best 
Indian authorities, military and civilian, 





Miia ful or wanting in consideration for the 
rg 2 _,| Viceroy, but they pointed out that instead 
possible in the circumstances, that we | ‘ 


of the Government of India being con- 
sulted, the despatch intimated a decision 


had come when a decision was urgently 
called for. This controversy had been, I 
will not say raging, but had been going on 
for many months. The question had 
been a good deal discussed when Lord 
Curzon was staying in this country last 
year, and it was clear from the tone of the 
Minute recorded in this Blue-book that 
it was necessary for some one to come 
with a concrete and definite decision and 
to put anjfend to this prolonged 
controversy. 


The despatch conveying the*decision 
of the Secretary of State did not preclude 
the Viceroy from making any observa- 
tions which these proposals might seem 
to him to call for, and, in fact, Lord Curzon 
made many observations upon them, 
and suggested modifications in some 
important particulars, and those modifi- 
cations have been accepted. Lord Curzon, 
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I believe, regarded them as involving ) 
material concessions and important de- 
partures trom the originai scheme. The 
Secretary of State believed, on the con- 
trary, that most of those modifications 
were the natural result of his own pro- 
posal and that they could be given readily 
and without any misgiving. Surely it 
is not our business to determine who has | 
triumphed in this case, or to decide 
whether there has been a victory on one 
side or a surrender upon the other. Is 
it not rather for us to bear in mind that 
we were a short time ago face to face with 
apparently irreconcilable divergences of 
opinion between these two great and 
distinguished Indian statesmen, and that 
these divergences have been reconciled. 
Though this arrangement may possibly 
not be perfect, though there is no 
finality in these things, and a moment 
may come when it may be necessary to 
reconsider some of these details, ought 
we not to congratulate ourselves 
that this period of tension and difficulty 
has been put an end-to, and that it has 
been put an end to by a settlement which | 
both sides have accepted, to which both 
sides are ready to give a fair, full, and 
loyal trial, and which we, at any rate, 
hope may be successful in putting an end 
to some of the inconvenience which has 
been experienced during the last few 
years ? 


*THE Marquess oF RIPON: My Lords, | 
the speech of the noble Marquess who 
has just sat down has left me in some 
doubt as to what are the real proposals 
of His Majesty’s Government in respect 
ot the distribution of work between the 
Commander-in-Chief and the new Supply 
Member. Judging by Mr. Brodrick’s 
despatch, I think it is clear that, speaking 
broadly, all the military duties connected 
with the present Military Department 
of the Government of India are in future 
to be placed in charge of the Commander- | 
in-Chief, and that there is to be left to | 
the Supply Member a certain number ot 
duties connected with supply, the manu- | 
facturing departments, and other matters | 
of that kind, which are hardly of a) 
military character and might just as) 
well be discharged, if they were his only | 
duties, by a competent civilian. I have 
some hope, however, that, though it | 
seems to be so from the despatch, that | 
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may not be the real intention of the 
Government, and that there is contem- 
plated some other distribution of work 
which will give the Military Member for 
the future something more to do than 
appears to be indicated by the despatch, 


Perhaps the noble Marquess the Under- 
Secretary of State will excuse me if I 
venture to offer him my congratulations 
upon the able speech which he made to- 
night, a speech full of promise, and show- 
ing that he will be able to take a vigorous 


| and valuable part in the administration of 
_public affairs and in the discussions in 


this House. [asked the noble Marquess— 
it doubtless escaped his memory—to 
state clearly, because at present I do 
not fully understand, whether it was 
intended that the new Supply Member 
should be always a military person, or 
whether it was contemplated that under 
certain circumstances he might be a 
civilian. The despatch is not clear on 
that point. Some of the language used 


| by the Secretary of State in another place 


in the debate on the Indian Budget 
pointed very much to the possibility of 
a civilian being appointed to fill the 
office. Ifa civilian were appointed there 
would be no second military advice for 
the Governor-General, and there would 
be a recurrence of the position to which 
I understand Lord Curzon particularly 
to object. Ido not say that there is any 
obligation upon the Government to make 
the Military Member always a. soldier, 
but that has been the invariable practice 
and it is only a reasonable practice. I 
hope the noble Marquess will be good 
enough to tell me exactly what is intended 
in that respect in the future. 


Then the noble Marquess took excep- 
tion to a view which I expressed with 
regard to Section 8 of the Act of 1861, 
and he referred me to the Act of 1835. 
It was the intention of the Government 
in 1861 to alter the practice which had 
existed before that time. The practice 
had been found inconvenient by the 
Governor-General, and an alteration of 
it was particularly desired at the time 
by Lord Canning, in order that it might 
be placed upon another and a new footing. 
I can scarcely suppose that, after the 
efforts that were made in that direction, 
the position remained exactly the same 
as it stood under the Act of 1833. That, 
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after all, is a legal point upon which I 
am not competent to express an opinion, 
but I do know what was the intention 
of the Government. I was not a member 
of the Cabinet ; I was an Under-Secretary; 
but, as I had charge of the Bill, I do know 
what was the intention of the Government 
at the time. I have quoted an extract 
from a speech of the Duke of Argyll show- 
ing what was the intention of the Govern- 
ment then, and I distinctly say that the 
view [ have put forward was the intention 
of Parliament and of the Government 
when that Act was passed. 


| understand the noble Marquess also 
to say that some arrangement had been 
made with respect to the distribution 
of work in the Finance Department. 
My noble friend who has just sat down 
also referred to it. I think it was quoted 
as an instance of an alteration in the 
distribution of work in the separate 
departments having been ordered from 
home. But that is not the question. 
The question is not of the work in each 
separate department. The question 
raised by this clause is as to “ the rules 
and orders for the more convenient 
transaction of business in the said Coun- 
cil,” and I repeat, as the Duke of Argyll 
said, that it was intended to leave entirely 
to the discretion of the Viceroy himself 
the question of the distribution of work 
in the Viceroy’s Council. I do not for 
a moment mean that the Secretary 


‘ 


of State might not make any suggestions | 


he pleased to the Viceroy on the subject, 
but I do say that it is inconsistent with 
the plain intentions of the Government 
at that time that the Secretary of State 
should foree or order the Viceroy in 
regard to the distribution of the work 
within his own Council. I say nothing 
about departmental arrangements, be- 
cause the clause does not apply to them ; 
it applies simply and solely to the dis- 
tribution of work within the Viceroy’s 
Council, and, speaking from my own 
experience, I cannot conceive how the 
Viceroy could get on unless he had that 
complete control given to him person- 
ally, and not merely as Viceroy in Coun- 
cil, over the management and _trans- 
action of business within his own Council. 
That is the view I have taken. I have 
refreshed my memory by reading the 
debates which took place in this House 
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‘at the time, and I can say from my 


own knowledge with the most absolute 
certainty that that was the intention 
which we had when the Bill was passing 
through Parliament, though whether or 
not we succeeded in carrying it out 
in the provisions of the Bill is a matter 
for lawyers to determine. 


My noble friend who has just sat 
down spoke of the various people of 
great authority who had been consulted 
by the Secretary of State. I wish we 
had before us the opinions given by those 
distinguished persons; they would be 
very useful for our guidance. I daresay 
there were consulted by the Secretary 
of State many people whose opinions 
would be of the highest value, but they 
are not before us. I should be glad if 
the noble Marquess would give us those 
opinions, but, judging by the expression 
on his face, I do not think he is likely 
to do so. But seeing that we know 
neither who the persons were who gave 
the opinions nor what the opinions are, 
I do not think it is quite fair to refer to 
those opinions ard tell us that we ought 
to yield our own jadgment. 


I am told by the Under-Secretary of 
State that the Motilisation Committee 
is to be resuscitated and is to deal with 
all questions relating to the native Aimy. 
I am bornd to say that I dovlt whether 
any Committee can take the place of 
the personal advice which can be given 
by a competent military man 01 ques- 
tions of that kind. I do not think 
that consideration by a Committee can 
really take the place of personal inter- 
course between a competent adviser and 
the Viceroy. 


Then I am glad to learn, if I did not 
mistake what fell from my noble friend, 
that it is intended that the Viceroy 
should have the most perfect oppor- 
tunity of consulting the Supply Member, 
if that is to be his name, upon any ques- 
tion connected with§ military ad- 
ministration. 


I should like also to refer to an ex- 
pression which fell from my noble friend 
who has just sat down which I am sure 
he did not really mean. He said that 
the arrangement for the future was to 
be that the Commander-in-Chief should 
have the freest access to the Viceroy. 
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The Commander-in-Chief has the freest | 
access to the Viceroy at the present | 
Did not my noble friend and | 
the noble and gallant Field-Marshal on 


moment. 


the cross benches constantly confer upon 
military questions ? I know they did. 
So did I with the Commanders-in-Chief 
that I had. Therefore, do not let it be 
supposed that the present system is one 
by which the Commander-in-Chief is 
held at arm’s length from the Viceroy. 
On the contrary, the communication 
has been constant. While I was in 
India every military question of any 
importance was discussed by me with 
the Commander-in-Chief; I took his 
oprinion uponsuch questions for my own 
instuction and security. 


*Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Perhaps I expressed myself rather ellipti- 
cally. I meant that he would have 
direct access instead of through the 
Military Department. 


* THE Marquess or RIPON: I under- 
stand. I was quite sure that my noble 
friend would not object to my calling 
attention to that remark, because it 
might be misunderstood coming from 
one of his great authority. 


I do not know that I have any other 
comments to make upon what has fallen 
from noble Lords opposite. I am afraid 
I cannot change my opinions. [ still 
think that the new arrangements will add 
to the burden of work of the Commander- 
in-Chief, and that to place him in charge of 
any portion of the present business of the 
Military Department is a mistake. I 
cannot help thinking that he will not 
have the time or the means of discharging 
his proper duties as Commander-in-Chief 
if you cast these further duties upon 
him. Iam bound to say that, attaching 
as I do the highest importance to the 
competent discharge of his duties as 
Commander-in-Chief, I should be very 
sorry if he was tempted to neglect those 
duties for the sake of carrying out his 
duties as Member in charge of a depart- 
ment of the Council. I believe that he 
would much better discharge his duties 
as Commander-in-Chief if they alone 
belonged to him. 

I am very glad we have had this 
discussion. There was one phrase 

The Marquess ot Ripon. 
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which fell from my noble friend the 
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Under-Secretary which seemed to 
indicate that he rather thought it was 
not a subject which ought to be brought 
forward after a settlement had been 


arrived at between the Viceroy and the 


Commander-in-Chief. 

* THe Marquess or BATH: Oh, no. 

* THE Marquess or RIPON: Icannot 
agree with that view. I think this dis- 
cussion has been most valuable. Before 
the debate ends I should like an assur- 
ance from the Government that, 
regards advice to the Viceroy, the Supply 
Member is to be a real Military Member, 
giving advice to the Viceroy, and de- 
fending his own opinion in Council 
against the Commander-in-Chief if he 
happens to differ from him. That, I 
think, is an undoubted improvement upon 
the arrangement proposed by Lord 
Kitchener. But I must continue to hold 
that the distribution and the manage- 
ment of the business of the Viceroy’s 
Council is a matter which ought to be 
left to the discretion of the Viceroy alone, 
and that anything that is calculated to 
depress the civil side of the Government 
of India and to elevate the military side 
is a great political mistake. 


as 


*THe Marquess oF BATH: With 
your Lordships’ indulgence I will 
reply to the Questions put by the noble 
Marquess. Perhaps I may say that, with 
regard to Section 8, my contention was 
this. 1 understand that under that 
section the Governor-General allocates 
the business to the different Members of 
the Council, for the purpose of conducting 
the business of the Council, and [| 
instanced a case under Lord Dufferin and 
Lord Cross, in 1888, as showing that there 
had been an interference with the 
lute discretion of the Governor-Genera! 
with regard to the principles according 
to which he allocated his business. 


abso- 


* THE Marquess OF RIPON: Give me 
the Papers, and then we shall see. 


*THE Marquess oF BATH: With regard 
to the position of the Military Member, 
I can only refer the noble Marquess to the 
supplementary Paper which was issued 
and to the answer of the Secretary of 
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State there given that we should not be | 
prepared to propose alterations of the | 
law, and that the discretion to appoint a | 
soldier or a civilian to the Governor- 
(reneral’s Council will therefore remain 


as it is— 


“Paragraph 23 of the despatch clearly in- | 
dicates that the Member in charge of the 
Military Supply Department should usually be 
a soldier, and it is my intention, on the 
occurrence of an impending vacancy, to advise 
His Majesty to appoint a_ soldier.” 

Further than that we must leave it to 
the Secretary of State at the time to 
make the next appointment. Then 
the noble Marquess also asked me a 
Question with regard to the consulta- 
tion that the Governor-General might 
have with the Military Supply Member. 
That is dealt with in the next paragraph 
of the same telegram— 

* The Governor-General has a constitutional 
right to consult any Member of his Council 
ofticially or unofficially on any subject, 
and there is nothing to the contrary in the 
despatch, The Members in charge of the 
Army and the Military Supply Departments, 
like other Members, must advise your Excellency 
if invited to do so, and the right of every 
member as established by law to discuss matters 
in Council will of course remain unaffected.” 

[ have only one other wordtosay. The 
noble Marquess has called for the ex- 
pression of opinion by Sir Donald Stewart 
which is quoted in the despatch. We 
shall, of course, present that. 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and 
ordered accordingly. 


House adjourned during pleasure ; 
aid resumed by the Earl Waldegrave. 


MEMORIAL TO THE LATE MARQUESS 
OF SALISBURY, 

*Lorp HAWKESBURY, in moving 
“That this House, whilst anxious that a 
suitable site should be found in West- 
minster Abbey for the National Memorial 
to the late Marquess of Salisbury, desires 
to express its opinion that the monument 
to Captain James Cornewall (the first 
monument erected by vote of Parliament 
to a naval officer, who, when in command 
of H.M.S. ‘Marlborough ” in the action 


off Toulon in February, 1745-44, lost | 
both his legs, but remained on the | 


quarter-deck and fought his ship till 
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he died), ought not to be removed without 
due notice being given to Parliament,” 
said : My Lords, I feel that some apology 
is due from me to your Lordships for 


| pressing this Motion at such a late hour 


of the evening, and I know that I shall 
stand in need of all the kindness and 


indulgence that you can afford in asking 


you to bear with me for a few moments 
while I deal with the question. I am 
well aware that this question of moving 
monuments is a somewhat delicate one, 
but I feel most strongly that it is a very 
important one for both Houses of Parlia- 
ment. The question is whether, when 
monuments of a national character have 
been erected by the vote of the two 
Houses of Parliament, it should be pos- 
sible for them to be removed, and, as the 
proposal stands in this case, to be muti- 
lated and only small portions of them 
retained, and these placed in a_ position 
where they cannot be seen and will be 
soon forgotten. Surely when Parliament 
decides to perpetuate the memory of a 
great Englishman we do not look forward 
tothe time when the monument erected 
with that object shall be placed in such 
a position that it cannot be seen. 


I am well aware of the difficulties of the 
case. Westminster Abbey, as we know, 
is very crowded, and probably at some 
time, sooner or later, it will be necessary 
to carry out one or other of the 
schemes for enlarging the space, which 
from time to time have been put 
forward. With regard to the removal 
of monuments, my noble friend Lord 
Camperdown, some six years ago, in- 
troduced a Bill, as your Lordships will 
remember, dealing with the subject. 
That Bill received the assent of your 
Lordships’ House and the support of the 
late Archbishop of Canterbury ; I think it 
passed this House without any Amend- 
ment of any moment, but owing to the 
pressure of business in another place it 
failed to pass into law. Another attempt 
was made to deal with the subject else- 
where three years later, but that attempt 
likewise failed to reach a_ successful 
issue from the same Cause. 


I hope that it is unnecessary for me to 
say that in common with all your Lord- 
ships I felt the very greatest respect and 
regard for the late Lord Salisbury, and 
/I am sure that in common with every 
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Member of this House I feel the same 
great reverence for his memory. Of 
this I am certain, that we here at this 
day are as unanimous in our wish and 
desire that the late Lord Salisbury should 
have the best monument that can be 
erected to his memory, and, further 
than that, that he should have the 
best site available in Westminster Abbey, 
as were our predecessors more than a 
century and a-half ago when they voted 
a@ monument to the gallant Captain 
Cornewall. But that being so, I trust 
it may be possible to carry out that 
desire in the best and most satisfactory 
manner without desecrating—if I may 
use the term—the monument to this 
naval hero. As to an alternative site, 
I will not now enter into that question 
further than to mention that it has been 
suggested that a place might be found 
for the monument of Lord Salisbury in 
the Eastern part of the Abbey, the 
position of honour, and where a recum- 
bent effigy would be more in keeping 
with the surroundings. 





As I understand the 
the Dean, it is intended to move 
some five monuments in Westminster 
Abbey, namely, the one in question, 
that to Captain Cornewall; one which 
stands back to back with it, that to Mr. 
Secretary Craggs; two on the opposite 
side of the Abbey, one being that 
to Lord Howe, and the other that 
to Charles James Fox; and I think 
the fifth is the one known as_ the 
Massachusetts memorial. But of these 
five monuments the one to Captain 
Cornewall is the only one which it is 
proposed to take to pieces and to retain 
only a portion. I believe that the 
portion to be retained includes the panel 
bearing the inscription, which is now 
about eight feet from the floor of the nave, 
and which it is proposed to place on the 
sill of the west window of the South West 
tower of the Abbey, some eighteen or 
twenty feet above the floor; another 
panel having on it in relief the naval 
battle; and a medallion with the head 
of Captain Cornewall on it; these three 
fragments being there framed in new 
stone work. When itis placed in position 


proposal of 


on the sill of the window which I have 

described it will be impossible with the 

light in one’s eves and at that height to | 
Lord Hawkesbury. 
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read the inscription or to see the carved 
representation of the ships that fought 
in the engagement. As a matter of fact 
it will be out of sight and out of mind, 
although it was voted to perpetuate the 
memory of this great Englishman, who 
deserved so well of his country—tor he, 
with Hawke, who were the heroes of that 
action, were the beginners of that long 
series of naval captains who deserved 
so well of their country, and who brought 
the Navy to the perfection which it at- 
tained at the time of Trafalgar. 


It seems rather a curious coincidence 
that this year, when in two months time 
we are to celebrate the centenary of 
Trafalgar, should be chosen to put 
forward this proposal, which I trust 
may not take effect. However that 
may be, I feel bound to protest against 
it, and I trust that your Lordships’ will 
join with me in protesting against the 
mutilation of this monument. I know 
from communications I have received, 
that there is a strong feeling on this 
matter, not only in this House and in the 
House of Commons, but also in the service 
to which I have the honour to belong, and 
of which Captain Cornewall was so gallant 
and distinguished an officer. It was the 
first monument erected by Parliament 
to a naval officer, and the other monu- 
ment which we are hoping to see erected 
shortly is the last which Parliament hes 
voted, and it is not a pleasant thing to 
think that as time goes on, as we 
perhaps now think that the monument 
which was considered a splendid and 
suitable one 150 years ago is not in the 
best of taste in a Gothic church, so tastes 
may again change, and the time may come 
when the monument we are about to erect 
to a statesman, whose name we revere and 
whose memory we desire to preserve as a 
pattern and object of reverence to his 
countrymen, should in its turn be swept 
away by those who may take a different 
view from ours of that monument, At 
this late hour I will not say more; I will 
conclude by moving the Resolution 
which stands in my name. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That this House, 
whilst anxious that a suitable site should 
be found in Westminster Abbey for the 
national memorial to the late Marquess 
of Salisbury, desires to express its opinion 
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that the monument to Captain James 
(ornewall (the first monument erected 
by vote of Parliament to a naval officer 
who, when in command of H.M.S. 
‘Marlborough’ in the action off Toulon 
in February, 1743-44, lost both his legs, 
but remained on the quarter-deck and 
fought his ship till he died) ought not to 
be removed without due notice being 
given to Parliament.””—(Lord Hawkes- 
bury.) 


*arL SPENCER: I think it would be 
better that I should say the few words 
that [ intend to address to your Lord- 
ships on this subject before the noble 
Lord who represents the Government 
replies to my noble friend. This is 
a matter that ought to be very care- 
fully considered. It is a very grave ques- 


tion, as has been shown by my 
noble friend behind me. Here is a 
monument—the first naval monument 


ever voted by the nation—placed in 
Westminster Abbey, and it is now 
proposed that it should be moved 
and placed in a_ position where I 
am afraid it will not be seen. I think 
that Parliament which voted the money 
for the great monument which we hope to 
see erected to the late Lord Salisbury, 
whom we all revere and to whose memory 
we wish the best monument possible to 
be placed in Westminster Abbey, has some 
tight to express its own opinion on this 
matter, and to express it pretty clearly. 


{should like to refer to the history of the 
monument which it is proposed to remove. 
It has been stated somewhere that the 
monument has been touched already 
by one of the most distinguished Deans, 
and one who had more reverence for 
history than almost any of his pre- 
decessors, namely, Dean Stanley. It is 
true, according to a very moderate and 
able letter from the present Dean, which 
appeared a little time ago in The Times, 
that Dean Stanley did touch this monu- 
ment, but I venture to say that that is 
no reason why it should be touched 
again. It is rather an argument why it 
should remain where it is, because Dean 
Stanley altered it as much as he could, 
and he evidently did not consider that 
he ought to go any further. On another 
argument, the Dean in his letter says 
that there was at one time a great desire 
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to erect a monument to Ruskin, but 
there was very great difficulty in finding 
a place for it. He suggested to Dean 
Bradley the possibility of a recumbent 
effigy in the very place on which it 
is now proposed to place a recumbent 
figure of the late Lord Salisbury. But 
what was the answer of the Dean? He 
would not undertake to do it, because 
he thought that public opinion would be 
too strong for him. I think that these 
facts ought to be remembered when we 
are dealing with this subject. 


Then I should like to say a few words 
on another point. There are two schools 
in regard to this matter. There is the 
school that loves architectural beauty, and 
desires that the architectural beauty of 
the time when the splendid cathedrals 
or abbeys were erected should be pre- 
served and restored to what it was 
intended to be by the great architects who 
planned the buildings. I quite admit that 
there is a great deal to be said for that 
point of view. Then there is another 
school which desires that nothing what- 
ever should be done to any monument. 
I have thought a great deal about this 
question since it was first brought for- 
ward, and I have some sympathy with 
those who wish to preserve, and if 
possible restore, the greatest architectural 
beauty; but I do not think that any 
alteration should be made merely to 
secure architectural beauty, or even to 
find room for another monument, unless 
you can secure an equally good or nearly 
equally good position for the monument 
which was raised 100 or 150 years ago. 
I have visited the Abbey and seen this 
monument to Captain Cornewall, but 
unfortunately I did not see the position in 
which it is proposed it should be placed, 
but I gather, from what my noble friend 
has said and from what others have told 


'me, that it is to be placed in a position 





where it will not be seen, and where, 


| therefore, it will lose all the importance 


which it has had for so many vears in 
the place where it now stands. 


I will not say more now, but I would urge 
upon His Majesty’s Government that they 
should do their utmost to preserve this 
monument. I have a strong hope that, 
if they succeed in that, a fine site will 
nevertheless be found for the recumbent 
monument to the late Lord Salisbury. 
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This is a matter which stirs very much the 
feelings of the service which for some time 
I had the honour to represent in this 
House, namely, the Navy, and from 
representations which have been made 
to me I know that they have a very 
deep teeling with regard to the removal 
of this, the first naval monument ever 
voted by the country, and erected to a 
most gallant man whose last action was 
one of almost unexampled bravery and 
valour. I cannot help thinking that 
the country at large will support this 
view, and I sincerely trust that His 
Majesty’s Government will be able to 
bring their influence to bear in the proper 
quarters, and prevent the alteration of 
this monument. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I wish to add my protest to that 
which has already been made by the 
noble Lords who have spoken. I do 
not wish to enter into this individual 
case, nor am I at this hour of the evening 
going to raise any questions with regard 
to taste. What I want to do is to protest 
against the principle involved in this 
proposed alteration of a monument. 
Surely when the nation has voted a sum 
of money for the erection of a public 
monument to a naval hero, and when the 
Dean of the day must have given his 
consent to the placing of that monument 
in the Abbey, it is not right that, without 
giving notice to Parliament or obtaining 
the consent of the family—because of 
course in this case the family would object 
as much as it possibly could to any 
movement or alteration of the monument 
—it is not right that the Dean should 
remove the monument as is now proposed, 
As the noble Lord who introduced this 
Motion stated, some years ago there was 
another case in which a somewhat similar 
proposal was made, and on that occasion 
I took the opportunity of bringing in a 
Bill dealing with the matter. That 
measure passed through this House, and 
received the approval of the then Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury. I think the 
principle that was embodied in that 
Bill would commend itself to the public 
and to Parliament, and in the strongest 
way that I can I wish to protest against 
the action which is now proposed. 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 
several naval officers have spoken to me 
on this subject requesting me to use 
whatever influence I may have here or 
elsewhere to prevent this monument from 
being removed and treated in the manner 
proposed. Whenever I enter Westmin- 
ster Abbey my artistic feelings are 
entirely submerged by my _ historical 
recollections. Though I greatly prefer 
modern monuments to those of the 
18th century, I think it probable that 
the people of the 22nd century will have 
very similar views about our taste to 
those which we entertain regarding the 
taste of our predecessors. Perhaps they 
will look at the marbles ot ancient and 
modern days as quite obsolete, and 
insist on having monuments made of 
some compound of radium or argon or of 
some substance at present utterly un- 
known. I think it is a pity to destroy 
historical continuity by defacing or 
destroying monuments which are not in 
accordance with the ideas of the present 
day. 


The battle that was fought off 
Toulon when Captain Coznewall lost his 
life was one of the most discreditable 
engagements ever fought by the British 
Navy. The admiral was dismissed the 
service, five captains were cashiered, one 
was found guilty of failing in his duty, 
one was dismissed his ship, one went 
away to avoid Court-martial, and one 
died before he could be tried. Luckily 
there were better men than those in the 
British Navy. There were Hawke and 
Captain Cornewall. Hawke rose to the 
rank of admiral and afterwards com- 
manded the Fleet in two successful actions, 
but Cornewall lost his life, forty-two of his 
men were killed, 120 wounded, and the 
main and mizzen masts of the ship were 
shot away. The country wished to mark its 
sense of Cornewall’s conduct as compared 
with that of the captains who had so mis- 
behaved, and a large sum of money was 
voted for the erection of this monument, 
which has remained as a record of how 
some few men were heroic at a time 
when others failed in their duty. That 
is why I think it would be a pity to 
remove such a monument, or to put it ina 
place were it would be lost sight of, simply 
because a certain number,of people 2 
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naval history. 


As regards the late Lord Salisbury, 
for many years I looked upon him 
as my political leader. 
greatest possible respect for him, and 
I hope the monument which is to be 
erected to his memory 
wherever it is placed, undisturbed, and I 


think that there will be a greater chance | 


of its remaining undisturbed, if those who 
inthe future may wish to move it, are 
unable to adduce the argument that 
when it was placed in its position, it 
displaced another. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
am not quite sure thateven if this Motion 
were carried we should greatly advance 
the cause my noble friend has at heart. 
The Motion asks that the monument 
should not be removed ‘without due 
notice being given to Parliament.” Id 
not know exactly what is intended by 
“due notice,” but both Houses have in 
fact had due notice of the intention of 
the Dean and Chapter. But I will not 
argue the question on technical grounds, 
I am sure I am expressing the general 
feeling of the House when I say that our 
universal desire is that owing to our great 
respect for the memory of Lord Salis- 
bury there should not be any unseemly 
controversy as to the site of his monument. 
Nor will your Lordships desire that any- 
thing should be done that would give 
offence to the present representatives of 
the distinguished oificer whose monument 
is the subject of discussion. I would 
go further and sav that most of us 
would object, even in the interest of the 
beauty of the Abbey, to anything ap- 
proaching toa ruthless or inconsiderate 
disturbance of monuments which, if they 
do not adorn, add to the historical interest 
of the building. 


The noble Lord who spoke just 
now added an epigram to our debates 
when he said that when he entered 
the Abbey his artistic sense was sub- 
merged by his historical recollections. 
That is a feeling which many of us 
share. But I venture to think 
that any one who has read_ the 
Dean of Westminster’s letter to The 
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July 15th will admit 
| that the time has come when some re- 
| arrangement of the monuments is 
| necessary, unless the Abbey is to be 
|closed to further memorials. I am in- 
clined to say that there is a case either 
for moving the place of the Cornewall 
‘monument or making some alteration 
in its form. On the other hand, 
‘I am bound to say that my im- 
pression derived from a visit to the 
spot and an inspection of the sketch of 
the proposed alteration is that the Corne- 
wall monument will be over-severely 
dealt with. As I understand it, the 
alteration will involve a complete dis- 
turbance of the constituent parts of the 
monument, The medallion containing 
Cornewall’s head, the tablet on which 
the battle is portrayed, and the tablet 
containing the inscription are to be re- 
moved from their positions and re- 
erected at a height where it will be very 
difficult for anyone to decipher the 
inscription, 





| 


The position in which we find ourselves, 
| however, is a rather difficult and singular 
'one. I understand that the Dean and 
Chapter who control the fabric of the 
Abbey have accepted the proposed altera- 
tion, and that the matter has been before 
the House of Commons, who have to pay 
for the monument, and I have to-day 
learned that Sir G. Cornewall, the present 
head of the house, having been to see 
the place, has expressed himself as 
fully approving the proposed change. 
These are formidable con- 
siderations, and the only course I can 
suggest is not to pass this Resolution, 
which will not greatly advance the 
matter, but that there should be some 
further discussion between those inter- 
ested and the Dean and Chapter as to the 
manner in which the Cornewall monument 
should be dealt with. The Dean has 
assured me that he would not only not 
resent any such discussion, but that he 
would cordially welcome any proposal 
which might be made by those interested 
in the question. I hope, therefore. the 
noble Lord will not take a division, but 
will accept the suggestion of a conference 
in which the noble Lord, my noble friend 
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Lord Windsor, the Dean, and if possible, 
some member of the Cornewall family 
might perhaps take part and assist in 
coming to a wise conclusion. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : My 
Lords, may I say one word on this 
subject. It will be within the recollection 
of some of your Lordships that it was 
proposed to remove a naval monument in 
St. Paul’s ereeted | y Parliament to make 
room fora monument to the late Lord 
Leighton, but the proposal was stopped 
through the intervention of Admiral 
Keppel,who induced a very high personage 
to bring his influence to bear. I wish to 
remind your Lordships that Westminster 
Abbey is a Royal peculiar, and, though 
the Dean and Chapter claim very great 
privileges in an ordinary cathedral, the 
Crown is the Visitor of Westminster 
Abbey, and I am quite sure that it 
would be competent for those who advise 
the Crown to secure that a word should 
be spoken which would be imperative in 
preventing the movement of this monu- 
ment. When such a monument has been 
put up by the nation to commemorate a 
national service, I think it has passed 
out of the jurisdiction of the persons com- 
memorated and of those connected with 
them. The monument is the expression 
of the feeling of the nation, and it seems 
to me that the nation is the only party 
to be consulted as to the removal or 
mutilation of the monument. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


PARLIAMENTARY AGENCY. 
Rules respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to order of this day), 
and to be printed. (No. 160.) 


NEW ZEALAND APPEALS. 
Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (purruant to order of this day), 
and to be printed. (No. 161.) 


House adjourned at __half-past 
Nine o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half- past Ten o’clock. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{COMMONS} 


i 
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a) Order. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 1st August, 1905. 


_— 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lords] 
(King’s Consent, on behalf of the Crown 
and of the Duchy of Lancaster, signified). 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords] (by Order). Con- 
sideration, as amended, deferred till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 
That they have agreed to—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Public Roads (Ireland) “ill ; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; 
North Eastern Railway Bill; North 
Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill, 
with Amendments. 


A POINT OF ORDER. 
At the conclusion of Private 
business, 


Bill 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said that his hon, friend the Member 
for South Donegal and himself had 
given notice of Motions to introduce 
Bills at the commencement of public 
business, and he was not quite certain 
how the Resolution passed by the 
House on the preceding day affected 
those Bills. He begged, therefore, to 
ask what steps they ought to take. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Motions are 
over-ridden by the Resolution passed 
yesterday. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Are we entitled to read out the 
full title of the Bill ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: No, only to present 
the Bill when the hon. Member’s name 
is called. 


The notices were as follows :— 


Sir Thomas Esmonde.—Criminal Law 
and Procedure Ireland Act (1887) (Repeal) 
(No. 2). Bill to repeal The Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill.—Ministers of the 
Crown. Bill to disqualify Directors of 
Public Companies for appointment as 
Ministers of the Crown. 


PETITIONS. 
POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREE- 
MENT). 


Petition from Chester, for annulment; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 


Petition from Carlisle, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SINGH, MAHARAJAH MADHO. 
Petition from Bellary, for inquiry into 
his case; to lie upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, for extension 
to Scotland ; to lie upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 
Petition from Swansea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, Is94 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SECTION 
1(7) OF THE ACT). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 27th July; Mr. Jeffreys]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 277.] 
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BOROUGHS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(OUTSTANDING LOANS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 25th May; Sir Gilber. Parker] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 278.] 


Reports, &e. 


SMALLPOX. 

Return presented. relative thereto 
[ordered 8th May; Sir John Tuke]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 279.] 

LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1904-5. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 27th July; Mr. Jeffreys |; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 280.] 

CYPRUS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th July; Mr. Pierpoint}; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 281.} 

FORESHORES. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 29th July, 1905, directing the ap- 
plication of moneys received by the Board 
of Trade in the year ended 31st March, 
1905, in respect of the rights and interests 
of the Crown in the Foreshores of the 
United Kingdom [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 

EXPLOSIVES (FACTORIES AND TEST- 
ING STATIONS). 

Copy presented, of Report to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
by Captain M. B. Lloyd and Captain A. 
P. H. Desborough, His Majesty’s Inspee- 
tors of Explosives, on visits to certain 
Explosives Factories and Testing Stations 
in Belgium, Germany, and Holland [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF HERT- 

FORD) 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of Hert- 
ford, dividing the Northern or Hitchin 
Parliamentary Division into Polling Dis- 
tricts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRAMWAY ORDERS. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their Proceedings 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, during the 
session of 1905 |by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 








1143 


Returns, 
CANADA. 


Copy presented, of Correspondence re- 
lating to the Garrisons of Halifax and 
Esquimalt [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GRADUATED INCOME-TAX. 
Further Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address llth August, 1904; 
Mr. Herbert Samuel]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 282.] 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Abstrac* of Recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission on 
the Care and Treatment of the Sick and 
Wounded during the South African Cam- 
paign, together with the action taken 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3466 to 3468 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomat’e and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 635 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (CLOSING ORDER, 
3ALLYMONEY URBAN DISTRICT). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Urban District Council of Ballymoney, 
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and confirmed by the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, closing certain shops within 
the Urban District of Ballymoney [by 
Act]; to lie upou the Table. 


NAVY (HEALTH). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Report 
ofthe Health of the Navy for the year 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed, [No. 283.] 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE OBSERVATORY, 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners 
of the Admiralty for the year 1904 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ADJOURNMENT MOTIONS UNDER 
STANDING ORDER No. 10. 
Return ordered, ‘of Motions for 
Adjournment under Standing Order No. 
10, showing the date of such Motion, 
the name of the Member proposing, 
the definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance, and the result of any Division 
taken thereon during Session 1905 (in 
the same form as, and in continuation 
of, Parliamentary Paper, No. 502, of 
Session 1904)."—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


CLOSURE OF DEBATE 
ORDER No. 26). 
Return ordered, “ respecting applica- 
tion of Standing Order No. 26 (Closure 
of Debate) during Session 1905, under 
the following heads :— 


(STANDING 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 303, of Session 1904).’—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


DIVISIONS OF THE HOUSE, 


Return ordered, ‘of the number of 
Divisions of the House in Session 1905; 


stating the subject of the Division, and 
the number of Members in the majority 
and minority, Tellers included; also the 
aggregate number in the House on each 
Division; distinguishing the Divisions 
on Public Business from Private; and 
also the number of Divisions before and 


ae ae 











144 


ant 
hin 


[by 


ort 
ear 


he 


he 
ers 
by 





Returns, 


1145 


after midnight (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 0.188, of Session 
1904).”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Return ordered, ‘“‘of the number of 
Public Bills, distinguishing Government 
from other Bills, introduced into this 
House, or brought from the House of 
Lords, during Session 1905; showing the 
number which received the Royal Assent ; 
the number which were passed by this 
House, but not by the House of Lords; 
the number passed by the House of Lords, 
but not by this House; and distin- 
guishing the stages at which such Bills 
as did not receive the Royal Assent 
were dropped or postponed and rejected 
in either House of Parliament (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
0.192, of Session 1904).??—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PUBLIC PETITIONS. 

Return ordered, “of the number of 
Public Petitions presented and printed 
in Session 1905; with the total number 
of signatures in that year (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.190, 
of Session 1904).°—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 

Return ordered, ‘‘of the number of 
Select Committees appointed in Session 
1905, including the Standing Committees 
and the Court of Referees; the subjects 
of inquiry; the names of the Members 
appointed to serve on each, and of the 
Chairman of each; the number of days 
each Committee met, and the number of 
davs each Member attended ; the total 
expense of the attendance of witnesses 
at each Select Committee, and the name 
of the Member who moved for such 
Select Committee; also the total number 
o{ Members who served on Select Com- 
inittees (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 0.189, of Session 1904).”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 

Return ordered, ‘‘of the number of 
days on which the House sat in Session 
1905, stating for each day the date of 
the month and day of the week, the 
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House, and the average time; and 
showing the number of hours on which 
the House sat each day, and the number 
of hours after midnight ; and the number 
of entries in each day’s Votes and Pro- 
ceedings (in continuation of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 0.191, of Session 
1904).”—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (DAYS 


OCCUPIED BY GOVERNMENT AND 
BY PRIVATE MEMBERS). 
Return ordered, “showing. with 


reference to Session 1£05, (1) the number 
of Sittings at which, in accordance with 
the Standing Orders, Government Busi. 
ness had precedence ; (2) the number of 
Evening Sittings on Tuesdavs and 
Wednesdays, and the number of Sittings 
on Fridays at which Private Members 
had precedence under the Standing 
Orders; (3) the number of Sittings at 
which Government Business had _pre- 
cedence under a special order of the 
House; (4) the number of Saturday 
Sittings ; (5) the total number of Sittings 
at which Government Business had pre- 
cedence ; (6) the total number of days on 
which the House sat; (7) the total 
number of Motions for Adjournment of 
the House on a matter of urgent public 
importance; and (8) the number of days 
on which Business of Supply was con- 
sidered (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 304, of Session 1904)? — 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


PRIVATE BILLS AND PRIVATE BUSINESS 

Return ordered, ‘“‘ of the number of 
Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, and Bills for 
confirming Provisional Orders introduced 
into the House of Commons and brought 
from the House of Lords, and of Acts 
passed in Session 1905, classed according 
to the following subjects :—Railways ; 
Tramways; Tramroads; Subways; 
Canals and Navigations; Roads and 
Bridges; Water: Waterworks ; Gas ; 
Gas end Water; Lighting and Improve- 
ment ; Police and Sanitary Regulations ; 
Corporations, etc. (not relating to Police 
and Sanitary Regulations or to Lighting 
and Improvement Schemes) ; Ports, Piers, 
Harbours, and Docks ; Churches, Chapels, 


hour of the meeting, and the hour of | and Burying Grounds; Markets and 


adjournment ; and the total number of | Fairs; 
hours occupied in the Sittings of the | Buildings ; 


Gaols and other County 


Inclosure and Drainage; 
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Estate; Divorce; Naturalisation; Hos- 
pitals, and Miscellaneous. ” 


« Of all the Private Bills, Hybrid Bills, | 


and Bills for confirming Provisional 
Orders which in Session 1905 have been 
reported on by Committees on Opposed 
Private Bills or by Committees nominated 
partly by the House and partly by the 
Committee of Selection, together with 
the names of the selected Members who 
served on each Committee ; the first and 
also the Jast day of the sitting of each 
Committee; the number of days on 
which each Committee sat; the num- 
ber of days on which each selected 
Member has served ; the number of days 
occupied by each Bill in Committee ; the 
Bills the Preambles of which were re- 
ported to have been proved; the Bills 
the Preambles of which were reported to 
have been not proved; and, in the case 
of Bills for confirming Provisional Orders, 
whether the Provisional Urders ought or 
ought not to be confirmed. ” 

“Of all Private Bills and Bills for 
confirming Provisional Orders which, in 
Session 1905, have been referred by the 
Committee of Selection, or by the General 
Committee on Railway and Canal Bills, 
to the Chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, together with the names 
ot the Members who served on each 
Committee; the number of days on 
which each Committee sat; and the 
number of days on which each Member 
attended.” 

«* And, of the number of Private Bills, 
Hybrid Bills, and Bills for confirming 
Provisional Orders withdrawn or not 
proceeded with by the parties, those 
Bills being specified which have been re- 
ferred to Committees and dropped during 
the sittings of the Committee (in continu- 
ation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.187, 
of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Ca/dwell.) 


COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 

Address for “Returns irom every 
County Court in England and Wales of 
the total number of Plaints, etc., entered 
in each Court from the Ist day of Janu- 
ary to the 3lst day of December, 
1904, both days inclusive, distinguishing 
those not exceeding £20, those above £20 
and not exceeding £50, and those by 
agreement over £50.” 
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| ‘And, of the Sittings of the County 
| Courts in England and Wales holden 
| before the Judges of such Courts in the 
vear 1904 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 246, of Session 
1904.) ””—(Mr, Cochrane.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Flogging of Boys in the Navy. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : To 
ask the Secretary tothe Admiralty why, 
in view of the fact that boys at public 
schools are not really held down, it is 
considered necessary in the Navy not 
only to tie the boys down but to flog 
them in public; and why the boys of the 
working classes should be subjected to the 
degradation of being flogged in public, 
when such is not the case with the sons 
of other classes. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
reason for securing a boy is the same in 
principle, although the exact method 
may differ. As regards the publicity of 
the punishment, no degradation is in- 
tended; the only purpose is to secure a 
deterrent example. All punishments in 
His Majesty’s Navy are public. 


Mr. HUNT: To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether boys under 
eigh‘een in the Navy can still be given 
tweniy-four strokes with the birch, two 
men giving twelve strokes each; and 
whether a boy after being birched is taken 
to the sick bay to be attended by the 
doctor, and afterwards kept a prisoner 
guarded by a Marine for about twelve 
hours. 





(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Answer to the first and second parts of 
the Question is in the affirmative ; but 
this punishment is only inflicted in very 
exceptional and serious cases, and the 
inspection by the doctor is precautionary, 
as 1s the similar inspection before the 
punishment takes piace. The boy is 
treated as a prisoner to prevent the 
possibility of his committing himself in 
any Way after his punishment. 
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Monastic and Conventual Institutions 
Removed from France to England during 
the last Twelve Months. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he can state 
the numbers, respectively, of the mon- 
astic and conventual institutions that 
hive transferred their establishments to 
the United Kingdom from France within 
the last twelve months. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
D.uglas.) No, Sir. There are no official 
statistics on this subject. 


Truck Act and Messrs, Harrison’s Im- 
ported Labourers at Liverpool Ducks. 
Me. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 

(litheroe): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that deductions are being made 
from the wages of the men imported to 
work for Messrs. T. and J. Harrison, ship- 
owners, of Liverpool, for tobacco, clothes, 
and boots ; if so, whether, in view of the 
provisions of the Truck Act, he will take 
s:eps to prevent it. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have made inquiries and am 
informed that, for the convenience of the 
men, clothes, boots, and tobacco are 
supplied by the Shipping Federation, 
which employs them, at cost price to any 
man applying. Itis not illegal under the 
Truck Acts for an employer to sell goods 
to a workman employed by him, and in 
this particular case, as the clothes and 
boots are purchased wholesale and all the 
goods are supplied at cost price, the men 
would seem to be gainers by the arrange- 
ment. It appears, however, that the 
price of the goods supplied is deducted 
from the wages, the man being furnished 
with a note showing the goods supplied 
and price, and also the wages earned, and 
receiving only the balance. This, I think, 
isa contravention of the Act, which re- 
quires the entire amount of the wages 
earned to be paid in currentcoin. As re- 
gards the last part of the hon. Member’s 
Question, the case is not one arising in 
a factory or workshop, and the inspector 
has no power, therefore, under Section 13 
of the Act of 1887, to take any action in 
the matter, 
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Foreign Crew of the British Steamer 
“ Roddam.” 


(Juestions, 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the British steamer 
“‘Roddam ” engaged a crew of foreigners 
at the port of Hamburg (Germany) ; 
whether he is aware that this crew is 
practically being kept as prisoners on 
board this vessel in the Tyne, being 
guarded by police officers; and whether 
he can state who is paying for the 
services of the police officers so employed. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Ihave made inquiries and I 
find that the ‘‘Roddam” arrived in the 
Tyne about midnight on the 15th ultimo, 
that a constable was sent at the master’s 
request to prevent unauthorised persons 
going on board his ship, and that the 
cost of this was charged to the owners. 
The “Roddam” sailed from the Tyne 
on the 19th ultimo. The crew, exclusive 
of officers and engineers, were fo-eigners 
engaged at Hamburg. When the day’s 
work was finished they were allowed to 
go to and fro between the ship and the 
shore without molestation, and were 
perfectly free. The object of having the 
police officer on board was as stated 
above, and was in accordance with the 
common practice of masters with Conti- 
nental crews. It was not in any way for 
the purpose of interfering with the men’s 
liberty. 


Payment of Grants to Schools without 
Playgrounds. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether the Board of Education have at 
any time expressed an opinion to the 
effect that a suitable playground is a 
necessary complement of an efficient 
school; and, if so, will he explain why 
they have continued to pay grants to 
voluntary schools unprovided with a 
suitable playground: and whether he will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
a Bill to confer the power of requiring 
the provision of playgrounds in non- 
provided schools upon local education 
authorities, or of amending Chapter ITI. 
of the Code so as to empower the Board 
to require the provision of a suitable play- 
ground in thec se of scho ls. 


2Q 








1151 (Juestions. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board require, and have required for a 
long time past, the provision of a play- 
ground in the case of all newly-erected 
schools, The Board do not make the pro- 
vision of playgrounds an essential condi- 
tion of the continued recognition of exist- 
ing schools, but they strongly urge their 
provision, wherever possible. In many 
cases, owing to the situation of schools in 
large towns, and similar causes, the pro- 
vision of a playground for a school long 
since erected is Impossible without legal 
powers of compulsory purchase. The 
Government are not prepared to propose 
legislation to confer such powers, nor to 
carry out the proposal in the Question. 


Enforcement of British Claims against the 
urkish Government. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State f r 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
a final judgment against the Turkish 
Government was obtained by the admin- 
istrator «f the estate of a British citizen 
named Corpi, in 1901, in the highest 
Turkish Court in Constantinople, and the 
British Ambassador’s co-operation, in 
accordance with the universal practice 
and precedent there, was requested in 
collecting the judgment from the Sublime 
Porte, which was refused, although with- 
out the assistance of the Ambassador no 
claim can be recovered against the Turkish 
Government ; whether he is aware that 
at a later date the instructions sent by 
the Foreign Office to the British Ambas- 
sador to interest himself in the collection 
of this claim were ignored, and that the 
Ambassador contented himself with 
simply writing a note and never asked for 
an answer, although in Turkey an answer 
is never given unless ask:d for; what 
reason he has given for his inaction; and 
whether, seeing that since October, 1902, 
the French Ambassador has recovered 
£400,090 on French judgments for his 
{llow-citizens, the German over £1,000,000 
for his, and the Russian £300,000, while 
the British Ambassador has not collected 
a plastre of this and many other British 
claims, he will say if this neglect of com- 
mercial interests has the sanction of His 
Majesty’s Government; and, if not, 
whether categorical instructions will be 
sent ty Sir N. R. O’Conor to obtain pay- 
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|ment of this admitted claim without 
further delay. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) 1. Mr. Corpi 
/was a native of the Turkish island of 
Scio, but was admitted to British protec. 
tion in 1873, and therefore on his death 
his estate was wound up by the British 
Court. The decision on which the claim 
against the Ottoman Government is based 
was the result of an action brought in a 
Turkish Court by the administrator of 
the estate, who was an Italian subject; 
and of the seventeen heirs of Mr. Corpi 
only one is a British subject (by mar- 
riage). 2, The whole claim has received 
the support of the British Embassy, while 
the parties interested in it, who are 
French and Italian subjects, have also re- 
ceived the support of their Embassies. 
The question of referring the claim to a 
Commission is now under consideration, 
3. I have no knowledge of the total 
amount of claims recovered by the 
French, German, and Russian Govern: 
ments. During the period mentioned 
His Majesty’s Government has recovered 
the bulk of the British claims. The 
amounts still outstanding are small, and 
Sir N. O’Conor has discharged his 
responsibilities in connection with the 
supervision of British interests at Con- 
stantin.ple to the complete satisfaction 
of His Majesty’s Government. 


Gambling in Cotton Options and Futures. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that legal proceedings 
will be shortly opened in New York to 
fix the responsibility for the leakage cf 
the Government cotton crop reports, and 
that the grand jury has subpcnaed 
twenty New York cotton dealers to give 
evidence in the matter; and whether 
the Board of Trade will watch this inquiry 
with a view to take measures to prohibit 
international gambling in cotton options 
and futures. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I have 
no Official information as to the proceed- 
ings referred to, but the whole matter will 
be watched. 

Electric Train Accidents - Buffer 
Carriages. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lanceshite, 

| Southport): ‘'o ask the Secretary to the 
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Board of Trade if, having regard to the 
great loss of life among passengers tra- 
velling in the front carriage of the electric 
train in the recent accident on the Lan- 
eashire and Yorkshire Railway at Hall! (Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The lease 
Road, he will consider the advisability | of the property expired on May Ist, 
of taking steps, by legislation or other- | 1904, and the importance of the duties 
wise, to make it compulsory for all trains | of the station did not warrant the ex- 
of that description to have some sort of | pense of its further retention. Inquiries 
buffer, empty carriage, or other mechani- | are being made with regard to the last 
cal contrivance in the fore part of such | part of the Question, and [ will communi- 
trains, so that, in case of collision, the | cate the result to the hon. Member as 
force of the impact may be, to some ex- | Soon as possible. 
tent, broken ; also whether, if the points ” 
leading into the siding in which the empty | Returns of Irish Imports and Exports. 
train was standing were what are known! Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
as facing points, the Board of Trade will | tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
consider the advisability of issuing further | whether the Returns of Irish imports and 
regulations with regard to the use of such | exports will be collected by the Depart- 
points. ment of Agriculture in Ireland in the same 
manner, and published ina similar form, 
(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The | with the methods of the Board of Trade in 
suggestions made by my hon. and learned | England. 
friend will no doubt be dealt with by the 
inspecting officer in his report on the (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
accident in question, and will be con- | Department are adopting, as far as pos- 
sidered by the Board of Trade. sible, the classification and form of Re- 
; turn followed by the Board of Customs 
Norwegian Trawlers Convicted of Illegal | and Board of Trade. These Returns, 
Trawling at Wick. |however, relate to trade with foreign 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire) : | countries, in which case there is power to 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General if he is | require the traders concerned to furnish 
aware that the master of the stesm | comprehensive details, including the value 
trawler ‘‘ Veronica,” of Stavanger, Ner-| of the commodities. There is no such 
way, who resides at Grimsby, was re- | powerinthe case of trade between differ- 
cently convicted in the Wick Sheriff’s | ent parts of the United Kingdom, and 
Vourt of illegal trawling; and whether | consequently the Department. will have 
he can state if the Government have yet | to rely upon information furnished by 
atrived ut any decision as to taking steps | the port authorities and shipping com- 
for preventing a recurrence of these | panies. The methods of collection and 
illegalities. form of publication will, therefore, neces- 
sarily differ in certain respects from 
: (Answered by Sur Robert Finlay.) I be- | those adopted by the Board of Trade. 
leve that the fact is as stated in the 
question, The trawling in this case took | phe Late Irish Chief Crown and Treasury 
olace within territorial waters. I am] Solicitor and the De l'Herault Estate. 
normed that the law will be strictly Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) ; 
‘nforced in case of the recurrence of such | '[o ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord: 
legalities on the part of trawlers. Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state on 
what date, and for what reason, did the 
Closing of Lambay Coastguard Station. | late Irish Chief Crown and Treasury 
Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- | Solicitor, Mr. Lane-Joynt, vacate his ap- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | pointment; whether he voluntarily 
whether he can State the reasons why the | resigned his position, or was called upon 
toastguards have abandoned the Lambay | to do so, and, if so, by whom, and on 
station; and whether he can ascertain | what grounds; and whether his vacation 
fom the men formerly stationed there, | of office was connected with the accounts, 


Lambay Harbour was used as 4 tefuge 
by fishermen or others during the past 
five years, 

















from any other source, how often | moneys, or expenditure of the intestate 
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estate of Victor Levy de lHerault, 
deceased, or any other estate, whilst un- 
der his direction or control; what was the 
total amount expended by the Irish 
Government and its officers, from first to 
last, out of the Victor Levy de l’Herault 
intestate estate in their searches, journeys, 
inquiries, advertisements, law, and other 
payments and expenses with the object 
of finding any next-ol-kin and heirs-at- 


law to that intestate estate, which proved | 


unsuccessful, and in opposing applicants 
to the fund and property which had come 
into the hands of the Irish Government 
by reason of this intestacy. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The late 
Mr. Lane-Joynt’s office was abolished in 
1888 as a result of the adoption of a 
scheme of reorganisation and_ re- 
arrangement of offices, whereby the 
offices of Solicitor to the Treasury, 
Solicitor to the Board of Works, and 
Crown Solicitor for the County and City 
of Dublin were consolidated and united 
in the office now held by Sir P. Coll. 
The abolition of Mr. Lane-Joynt’s office 
was in no way connected with the de 
Herault Estate. Accounts were ren- 
dered to the Treasury when the matter 
of that estate was wound up in 1899. 
It would be contrary to practice to dis- 
close such accounts, and I have no 
materials which would enable me to dis- 
tinguish the items detailed in the 
(Question. 


Catholic Officials in the Veterinary Branch 
of the Irish Department of Agriculture. 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny,N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that Catholic gentlemen 
originally transferred to the Veterinary 
dranch of the Agricultural Department 
of Ireland are engaged in the following 
superior duties, viz., the drafting and 
writing of important correspondence, the 
conducting of registries, and the inter- 
Viewing of callers on public business, and 
that their salaries, after eleven years 
service, are only £97 10s. per annum, 
while salaries ranging from £150 to £450 
per annum are paid to officials of other 
religious persuasions serving in the De- 
partment and performing identical duties, 
he will cause an independent inquiry to 
be made into this conditicn of things. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I have 
repeatedly stated that there are no 
grounds for any further inquiry. The 
suggestion that the clerks referred to 
are placed at a disadvantage owing to 
their religious persuasion is wholly un. 


founded. 


Threatening Attitude of Kaffirs in the 
Mooi River District. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Natal Government 
has received any complaints as to the 
threatening attitude of the Kaffirs in the 
Mooi River district to the white popula- 
tion; whether, in view of the growing 
feeling of insecurity amongst the farmers 
of that district, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will insist that full and adequate 
protection for their lives and property 
shall be given to all white men and 
women by the Natal Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyltelton,) 
These complaints have not been brought 
to my notice, and the hon, Member is 
doubtless aware that Natal is a self- 
governing colony, whose Government is 
responsible for its administration and 
security. 


Thefts of Sheep by Kaffirs in the Mooi 
River District. 

Mr. COGHILL: To ask the Secretary 
|of State for the Colonies whethr he 
| will make inquiries from the Government 
| of Natal as to the losses sustained by the 
| farmers in the Movi River district, in 1e- 

spect of their sheep, at the hands of the 
neighbouring Kaffirs; whether he 
aware thit the sentences imposed by 
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magistrates on Kaffirs, when caught, have 
proved inadequate to put a stop to thes 
thefts; and whether more effectiv4 
measures can be taken to protect farmen 
in the due exercise of their calling. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton 
| The matter has not been brought to mj 
notice, and is one which entirely res) 
with the responsible Government ot Natal 


Commissionerand Assistant Commission¢ 
of British Bechuanaland Protectorate 








Master or ELIBANK (Edinburg 
Midlothian): To ask the Secretary 4 
‘State for the Colonies — whethe 
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looking to the fact that the Com-{ number of men had to be specially 


missioner and Assistant Commissioner | 

in the British Bechuanaland Pro- 

tectorate are not legally-trained officials, 

and that all appeals, irrespective of the | 
amounts involved, lie from the one to 
the other, he will consider the possibility | 
of placing Bechuanaland, in this respect, 

on the same footing as Rhodesia. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I will communicate with the High Com- 
missioner and consider whether the 
course proposed by the hon. Member is 
practicable, I would, however, remind 
him that an appeal by special leave lies to 
the Privy Council, and that an appeal 
from the protectorate to His Majesty in 
Council has lately been considered and 
decided. 


The lst Battalion of the 5th Fusiliers. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the fact 
that the Ist Battalion of the 5th 
Fusiliers has been quartered at Mauritius 
fr an unusually long period, he will 
say Whether there has been consider- 
able sickness amongst all ranks; and 
whether a date has yet been fixed 
for a change of station. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) This battalion arrived 
Mauritius on the 15th April, 1903, from 
South Africa, and is under orders to 
proceed to India in January next. The 
average daily sickness for the last 
six months has amounted to five por 
cent. of the strength, and the report of 
the general state of health of the 
battalion is good. 


QUESTIONS IN THE IIOUSE, 


Alleged Defective Ammunition at 
Aldershot. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- | 


ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether he is aware that 
supplies of cartridges recently made at 
Woolwich Arsenal, and sent for use to 
Aldershot, were found, on account of the 
size of the bullet, to be useless; 
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engaged at Aldershot to remove these 
bullets from the cases; and will he say 
what steps he proposes to take to save @ 
similar waste of money and time in con- 
nection with other consignments. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Arnotp-Forsvrer, Belfast, 
W.): The General Officer Commanding- 
in-Chief reports that no defective ball 
ammunition has been supplied to 
Aldershot. 


Quebec Licence Duty on Commercial 
Travellers. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
cilled to an Act passed bv the Legislature 
of the Province of Quebec, which imposes 
a licence duty on all commercial travel- 
lers, representing establishments that 
have no place of business in Canada, 
who visit the province on business; 
whether this duty is imposed on British 
as well as other non-Canadian commercial 
travellers; and whether he will take steps 
to have this hindrance to free commerce 
within the Empire withdrawn, or at any 
rate to secure that a preference shall be 
given to British over foreign commercial 


| travellers, 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytrrenron, War- 
wick and Le:mington): I have no:hing 


‘to add to the reply which I gave toa 


similar Question by the hon. Member for 
the Elland Division of the West Riding 
on July 17th?. I have not yet received 
the report which | have asked for from 
the Canadian Government on the subject. 


Pay of Chinese Coolies in the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has official information to 
the effect that all the Chinese coolies em- 
ployed oa the Transvaal gold mines at 
piecework rates are now actually in 
receipt of wages of not less than Is. 6d. 
a day. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: No, Sir. Under 
the contract the Chinese are at liber orty 


ts See (4) Debates, exlix., £62, 
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to take piecework at, which they can, and 
do, earn considerably more than 1s, 6d. 
a day, or day-work at a minimum wage 
of Is, 6d, 


Questions. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Am I to 
understand that all the coolies who take 
piecework are actually earning more than 
Is. 6d. a day? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have no infor- 
mation, but I have no reason to doubt 
that is the case. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Is_ the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that one of 
the most serious of the riots that have 
teken place on the Rand was due to the 
resistance offered by the coolies to the 
proposal that they should do piecework ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: No, Sir; the hon, 
Gentleman’s information is incorrect. 
In consequence of the hon. Gentleman’s 
statement on a former occasion, that the 
coolies were induced by coercion to sign 
the contract for piecework, I communi- 
cated with Lord Selborne. I have just 
received his reply, in which Lord Selborne 
states that the superintendent of foreign 
labour explained the proposal as to piece- 
work to the coolies, that they received 
ten days to think it over, and that at the 
end of the period they all practically 
accepted it. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) asked whether it was not the 
fact that the majority of coolies could 
drill only fifteen inches per day, and that, 
consequently, on piecework their daily 
“earnings would be less than Is. 6d. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: My information 
is totally at variance with that statement. 
Any ordinary coolie can drill at least 
thirty-six inches a day, and many of 
them drill more than that amount. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Having 
regard to the promises made to these men 
before they came to South Africa, cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman secure them a 
minimum wage of Is, 6d. per day ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: If they ask fora 
minimum wage they get it. If they 
choose piecework, understanding they 
will earn more by it, they can do so, 
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| Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Did not 
the right hon. Gentleman inform me on 
the 11th April that a serious riot had 
| broken out in one of the mines owing 
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to the resistance of the coolies to the 
pressure put on them to consent to 
piecework. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Lord Selborne’s 
telegram shows conclusively it was not 
so. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: IT would 
read the right hon. Gentleman’s reply if 
it were in order. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) : How many coolies are actually 
earning less than Is. 6d. per day ? 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : Is it not 
customary when piecework is introduced 
to induce men to do over and above the 
work usually done at day rates so that 
the minimum is always secured and the 
men reap the advantage of the extra 
work ? 


‘*Mr. LYTTELTON : Where does the 
| hon. Member mean it is customary # 

| Mr. CROOKS: In your own Depart- 
ments and in the Royal Arsenal. [Mints- 
TERIAL interrvption.] Hon. Members 
opposite may shout. Chinese slavery 
nas no parallel. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Is it ex- 
plained to these coolies that by accepting 
plecework they lose the benefit of the 
protection of the right hon, Gentleman’s 
promise that they should earn not less 
than 1s, 6d. per day. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The coolies are 
quite competent to consider it for them: 
selves. 


Mr. WHITLEY: That is 


Answer to my Question. 


not an 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not think 
it would be explained. I do not thinkit 
is the fact. Ifa man chooses to revert 


to day-work at the termination of his 
pieeework he can get the minimum wage 
| applicable to day work, 
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Alleged Support of German Subsidised 
Steamships by the British Government. 

Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India if 
his Department is supporting the com- 
petition of the German subsidised Hans 
Steamship Line with British steamers 
from the east coast of England; and if 
he will explain why the freightage of 
10,009 tons of stores for Bombay was 
given to this German line last week, 


Questions. 
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although the British lines tendered at 8s. 
a ton. 


Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The India Office is not supporting 
the Hansa Line of steamers in its com- 
petition with British liners, No stores 
whatever have been shipped from Eng- 
land by that Department in German 
steamers, 


Proposed Partition of Bengal. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he has received 
and considered a memorial, signed by 
60,000 of the inhabitants of Eastern 
Bengal, protesting against the proposals of 
the Government of India in reference to 
the partition of Bengal; whether the 
Papers upon this subject which are to be 
lad before Parliament have arrived; and 
whether he will name a date wpen which 
they will be in the hands of Members of 
the House. 


Me. BRODRICK: The memorial to 
which the hon. Member refers was received 
by me yesterday, and will be duly con- 
sidered, but the hon. Member will realise 
that the scheme of the Government of 
India was not decided upon without the 
fullest deliberation: The Government of 
India bave framed a resolution on the 
subject of the reconstitution of the 
provinces of Bengal and Assam which I 
expect to receive from India in a few 
days, and which I hope to lay before 
Parliament before the end of the session ; 
but I cannot at the present time name 
the precise date on which it will be laid 
on the Table. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: When 
will the Papers be in our hands ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK : 
cannot say. 


I am afraid I 


The London Police poe ie King of Spain's 
isit. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that his 
order of the 17th June last, d-recting 
that, in recognition of the visit of His 
Majesty the King of Spain, the whole of 
the Metropolitan Police actually oa duty 
during that visit, exclusive of those 
employed at Woolwich Dockyard and 
War Department stations, should receive 
two extra days pay has not been strictly 
carried out: whether there are still some 
300 men who have not yet received this 
extra pay; and whether he will issue 
directions that this order shou!d at once 
be carried int» full effect. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Douc.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
grant of extra pay was made in recogni- 
tion of the extra work entailed by the 
visit of His Majesty the King of Spain. 
Police emploved in the service and at 
the cost of public departments or private 
individuals were not required to do 
extra work in consequence of the Royal 
v sit; and, on the occasions of the visits 
of the King of Italy and of President 
Loubet, these men did not receive extra 
pay. All the others have received it, 
with the exception of men detached, sus- 
pended, or off pay. 


Postal Arrangements at Strathcarron, 
Ross-shire. 

Me. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that much in- 
convenience is experienced in the 
Strathearron district, Ross-shire, on 
account of insufficient facilities for the 
posting of letters; and will he arrange 
for the erection of one or two pillar-boxes 
in the district, preferably on the north 
side of the river. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
Since I had notice of the hon. Member’s 
Question I have received through him a 
copy of a second memorial from the re:1- 
dents of Strathearron with a request that 
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I will have further inquiry made. Ishail | Museum at South Kensington would not 
ke pleased to do so and will communicate | seem to be an appropriate place for it. 
the result to the hon. Member ; although | Certainly the Board would not be willing 
I do not anticipate that I shall be able _ that the Art Museum should become a 
to depart from my previous decision. | repository for outcast monuments which 

ecclesiastical authorities may for one 
Cost of North Sea Fisheries Investigation. | | reason or another have decided to dis- 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- | place. 
tary to the Treasury, having regard to the | | : 
fact that up to the 31st March, 1904, the’ Public Schools at Lochs, Isle of Lewis. 
sum of £23,875 3s, 8d. had been spent by| Mr, WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
the British Government in connection Advocate if he will state what sum is 
with the international scheme forinvesti- | paid annually for firing, lighting, and 
gating problems concerning the fisheries cleaning, respectively, at the Lemreway 
of the North Sea and adjacent waters, | | public school, and at each public school 
will he state what sum had been expended | in the parish of Lochs, Island of Lewis. 
up to the 3lst March last; and, seeing | 
that the original estimate forexpenditure) THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
on these investigations was fixed at| Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
£42,(00, will he state whether it is pro- “details required by the hon. Member are 
posed to increise that amount. | too long to be conveniently given orally, 
' but if the hon. Member will put down an 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | unstarred Question, I will put in a list, 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Cavey: | or, if he prefers it, I will hand the list to 
pisu, Derbyshire, W.): The sum expended | him. 
up to the 31st of March, 1905, was £36,814 | | 
3s. 2d., leaving, out of the sum of £42,C00 | Inverness Procurator-Fiscal. 
originally agreed to by Parliament, a; Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
remanett of £5,185 16s. 10d. The work | Advocate whether he is aware that 
was not begun till July, 1902, and the! Mr, Anderson, the Procurator-Fiscal for 
three elas would end in July, 1905, His | Inverness, acts as law agent for several 
Majesty’s Government have agreed to | | landlords in the county ; and will he, in 
continue the grant for a further period of | the public interest, require him to devote 
two Years. his whole time to the duties of his oflice, 
| 
British Monumental Art. | Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The Procurator- 
Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): I) Fiscal for Inverness was appointed by 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board | | the sheriff of the county in 1876, No 
of Education whether the Department of | restriction was placed on his engag ng 
Science and Art, with a view to maintain- | in private practice, and [cannot interfere 
ing an historical record of the phases of | in the matter as suggested. 
British monumental art, will consider the | 
desirability of re-erecting, and preserving | Dog Poisoning by Gamekeepers in 
at South Kensington, such national | Inverness-shire. 
monuments, erected in churches, out) Mp. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
of public geen 4 and in pursuance of | xdvocate whether he is aware that the 
a vote by Parliament, as may now or | 'gamekeepers on the estate of the 
hereafter be removed from those chure hes | | Mackintosh of Mackintosh, Inverness- 
by the ecclesiastical authorities in charge | ‘shire, are in the habit of pli icing strych- 


thereof. nine poison in close proximity to a malin 


ier for the purpose of destroying dogs 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | 'and cats; and in view of the fact that a 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION | dog which was following its owner in 
(Sir WiLtr1AmM Anson, Oxford University) : | :| the neighbourhood of Ruthven Farm on 
Unless a monument is of interest in the | the oth July was poisoned with strvch- 
history of art generally, or in the / nine, will he order an inquiry into the 
development of monumental art, the Art | circumstances under which this poison 
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was purchased; and will he state why 
the Procurator-Fiscal has failed to take 
action in the matter, although the circum- 
stances of the case have been fully 
reported to him by the police. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I am not 
aware of the facts as stated in the first 
part of the Question; the whole papers 
on the subject are, however, being at 
present considered by Crown Counsel, 
and I have asked for a report from 
Crown Counsel. 


North Sea Fisheries Investigation. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Lord-Advocate whether any 
interim Report or Papers relating to 
the investigations of the Internat‘onal 
Council of the North Sea are available 
and will be published; and when he 
expects to be in a position to announce 
tie final conclusions of that body. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Papers in 
continuation of Command Paper 1313 
of 1903, which are now being prepared, 
wili contain information in regard to 
these investigations. I cannot at present 
fix a date at which the conclusions of 
the International Council will be avyail- 
able. 


Trawling in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether any progress has been 
made by the Government, by negotiation 
with foreign Powers or otherwise, towards 
the exclusion from the Moray Firth of 
foreign trawlers or of British-owned 
trawlers registered in foreign ports. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: No progress 
has been made in the way of negotiation 
with foreign Powers, For the rest I may 
refer the hon. Member to the judgment 
delivered by the High Court of Justiciary 
in the case of Peters v. Olsen on the 
20th ultimo, 


Labourers’ Cottages and Allotments. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether, in the case of labourers’ 
cottages erected by a rural district 
council but subsequently transferred to 
an urban district council under the 
Local Government (freland) Act, 1892, 
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the latter council has no power to enlarge 
the allotments, although bound to main- 
tain the cottages under the Labourers 
Acts; and, if not, will he advise the 
Local Government Board o: Ireland 
to instruct urban councils as to their 
duties in the matter. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxtnson, Londonderry, 
N.): On the transfer mentioned the 
cottages become the property of the 
urban district council, and the Labourers 
Acts no longer apply so as to enable 
that council to enlarge the allotments 
under the Labourers Acts. The urban 
councils are well aware of the limitation 
of their powers, 


Land Purchase in County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Atto:ney-General for Ireland whether 
any estates have been purchased by the 
E tates Commissioners, under Sub- 
sections 4 and 5 of Section 6 of the 
Land Purchase Act, 1903, outside the 
province of Connaught or the congested 
districts; and, if so, in what counties ; 
and whether, considering that these 
sub-sections entirely fulfil the conditions 
of tenancy on the Galbraith, county 
Longford, Estate, action will be taken 
in reference thereto by the Estates 
Commissioners, 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Answer to the 
first inquiry is in the negative. The 
Galbraith Estate is not one which could, 
in present circumstances, be purchased 
by the Land Commission under the sub- 
sections quoted, seeing that no applica- 
tion to the Commissioners has been made 
by the owner as required by Sab-section 
1 of Section 6. 


Warburton Estate, Queen's County. 

Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Jreland 
can he say how long the Warburton 
Ketate, Garryhinch, Queen’s County, has 
been before the Land Judge’s Court for 
sale; whether he is aware that the 
tenants have repeatedly expressed their 
willingness to purchase their holdings ; 
and whether he will state what steps 
he proposes to take in the matter. 
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Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| Mr. WALTER LONG: In two cases, 
LAND (Mr. Wau.TteR Lona, Bristol, S.): | in one of which the purchase has been 
I refer to the replies given to the hon. | completed, and in the other the evicted 
Member’s similar Questions of May 29th, | tenant is about to be reinstated but the 


1902, and May 9th, 1904. To these | purchase has not yet been completed. 


Questions. 
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replies I have nothing to add. 


Evicted Tenant on Lord Lansdowne’s 
Luggacurran Estate. 

Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the representative of the 
late James Byrne, of Tully, Queen’s 


County, who was evicted on April 22nd, | 


1887, from Lord Lansdowne’s estate at 


Luggacurran, has sent in a claim for | 


reinstatement to the Estates Commis- 
sloners; and, in view of the fact that the 
estate is at present in the hands of the 


Commissioners for sale to the tenants, | 


can he state what provision is being made 


for the representative of the late Mr. | 


Byrne, who was evicted on the above 
date out of a holding of 189 acres. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The evicted | 
holding is oceupied by another tenant, | 
and is not part of the estate for sale. | 
The untenanted land comprised in the | 


estate now being sold is insufficient for 
the wants of evicted tenants in the im- 
mediate neighbourhood, and the Commis- 
sioners do not propose to allot any part 


of it to the representative of the evicted | 


tenant referred to in the Question. 


Estates Commissioners and Evicted 
Holdings. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
if he will) 


Lord-Lieutenant of Treland 
state in how many cases landlords offered 
to sell evicted holdings on their own 
hands to the Estates Commissioners ; 


and in how many cases purchase of such | 


holdings was completed where the land- 
lord did not sell the remainder of his 
estate either to the occupiers or to the 
Commissioners; and whether, in cases 
where landlords are still willing to sell 
such holdings with the object of having 
evicted tenants restored to their old 


|The Commissioners are prepared to con- 
| sider applications by landlords that a 
| single holding should be declared an 
‘estate for the purpose of sale to the 
| evicted tenant. 


of Farmers on the Barrow 
Tralee Sea Coast. 


| Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
| W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre‘ary to 


| Condition 


| the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Department of Agriculture will send 

an inspector to Barrow Tralee to report 
| on the condition of farmers on the sea 
| coast, whose houses are being closed up 
| by the sand, and to suggest the improve- 
ments necessary to save them from 
| further incursions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment will send an inspector to report in 
this matter at the first convenient 
opportunity. 


Killarney Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
| Commissioners have received an applica- 
‘tion from Mr. Daniel Shea, of Droum- 
'humper, Killarney, for reinstatement in 
the farm from which he was evicted by 
the Earl of Kenmare; whether they 
have taken any, and what, steps to secure 
the reinstatement of this evicted tenant; 
| whether he is aware that the agent of the 
| landlord has written to the evicted tenant 
| offering to reinstate him, but demanding 
terms that he could not comply with; and 
' whether, in this case, where the landlord 

is willing to reinstate and the tenant 
willing to reoccupy lands which are at 
present vacant, the Estates Commission- 
ers will communicate with the landlord, 
'in order to effect a settlement in the 
interest of the evicted tenant. 


homes, in accordance with the spirit of | 


the Land Act of 1903, the Commissioners 
will be empowered to negotiate pur- 
chases. 


+ See (4) Debates, eviii., 910. 
t See (4) Debates, exxxiv., 764 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The appli 
/cation has been received, but in the 
|absence of any proceedings for sale 
| of the estate, the Commissioners have 
been unable to move inthe matter. The 
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Answer to the last inquiry is in the | 
negative, 


ee 
o- 


Mr. MURPHY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to say that when a 
landlord expresses his willingness to sell 
an evicted holding nothing whatever will 
be done by the Estates Commissioners ? | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners have no power until application | 
has been received. 


Mr. MURPHY: Wii the right hon. 
Gentleman call the attention of the 
Commissioners to the fact that this land- 
lord is willing to sell and to reinstate the 
tenant ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: What is the 
use of my doing so when they have no 
jurisdiction ? 


Mr. MURPHY: Surely under the 
circumstances this land could be treated 
as a separate estate 2 


Cusack Estate, County Longford. 

Mer. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the report 
of the inspector on the Cusack Estate has 
vet been received ; when this report will 
be considered by the Estates Commis- 
sioners; and how many acres of 
untenanted land the inspector found on 
his inspection, 


Me. WALTER LONG: The inspector’s 
report has not yet been received. When 
received it will be considered by the 
Commissioners. 
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coast of the county of Cork from Poor 


'Head to Mizen Head from the Ist of 
| April to 16th May in each year; if so, 


will he say whether these and other 
recommendations of the Commissioners 
have been carried out; and, if not, in 
face of the danger to this important 
industry and the repeated protests of 
those interested in the mackerel fishery, 
what action the Government intend 
taking in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The inspectors 
reported to the effect stated, but added 
that they had no powers to make a 
close season order of the nature indicated. 
The Department are arranging to hold 
another inquiry at Kinsale into this and 
other fishery questions which have arisen. 


Mr. CREAN: If statutory powers are 


‘necessary, will the right hon. Gentleman 


introduce a Bill giving them next session, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Oh, I can 


make no promises for next session. 


Projected Railway between Dromahair 
and Arigna. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): [ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Board have appointed 
a@ committee to consider the advisability 
of assisting in the construction of a line 
of railway between Dromahair and 
Arigna; can he state the names of the 
gentlemen constituting the committee ; 
have they made their inspection and 
inquiries; and, if they have not yet 
reported, will he request them, before 


coming to a decision, to consult with the 


Leitrim County Council and the Droma- 


South of Ireland Fisheries. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, S8.E.): I beg to) 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | 
aware that the Commissioners of Fisheries, 
in 1892, after examining witnesses in 
England, Scotland, the Isle of Man, and 
Ireland, recommended that for the protec- 
tion of the mackerel fishery, both as 
regards its future prospects and the 
facilities of carrying it on, and for the 
protection of the other sea fisheries in 
the South of Ireland, a close season for 
the herring should be established off the 


hair Committee. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The application 
made to the Board in connection with 


| this projected line of railway was referred 


to Lord Shaftesbury and Sir Horace 
Plunkett, who did not, however, proceed 
with their inquiries, having regard to the 
proposal of the Government to carry out 
extensions to the Arigna mines and to 
Rooskey. The suggestion at the end of 
the Question is one for the consideration 
of the Board, to whom it has been 
referred. 
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Carnatall School Mistress. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, | 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that Miss Rose Sweeney, 
a Catholic manual instructress, wazs 


appointed by the Presbyterian manager | 


of Carnatall National School, county 
Tyrone, to be an instructress in the said 
school; that thereupon Mr. Wi'liam 
Coote, a justice of the peace, summoned 
a meeting and commenced a boycott of 


the school on account of this girl being a_ 


Catholic; that an action was then taken 
against Mr. Coote in the Common Law 


Courts in Dublin, and was settled by the | 
defendant undertaking to pay the costs, 


of the case and remove the boycott of | 
the school ; that the defendant failed to 
fulfil his promise; that an action was 
then commenced in the Chancery | 
Division by Miss Sweeney against this | 
gentleman for an injunction and 
damages; and that Mr. Justice Barton 
granted both costs against him, 
commented upon his conduct ; and will 
he say whether an appeal has been 
lodged against this decree, and explain 
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| be registered as a Catholic; that an 
attempt had been made by several of 
the guardians at the meeting to conceal 
the solicitors letter; and that the 
meeting refused to rescind the resolution 
declaring the child a Protestant, but, 
instead of this, agreed to forward the 
solicitor’s letter to the Local Govern- 
ment Board; and whether, pending the 
reply of the Board, he will order forth- 
with that the law be carried out, and 
that the child be registered and _ re- 
cognised as a Catholic, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The facts are 
generally as stated. The Local Govern- 
ment Board, however, are advised that 
the guardians complied with the law in 
| Tegistering the child as a Presbyterian, 

having regard to the fact that the sur- 

'viving parent professed that religious 
creed and desired the child to be 
brought up in it. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Is the right 
| hon. Gentleman aware that the solicitor 
| to the board stated that the action of 
the board was illegal? 


why the Irish Government have not only | 


refrained from taking proceedings against 


this gentleman, but allowed him to retain | 


the commission of the peace. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
ascertained from the Registrar of the | 
Court of Appeal that an appeal in the | 
case of Miss Sweeney against Mr. Coote 


has been lodged but has not yet come to | 
Pending a decision in that case I | 


trial. 


must decline to add anything to the | 


statements | have already made. 


Belfast Guardians and Kate Benson. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether his attention | | 


has been called to the proceeding at the | 
Belfast Board of Guardians on July 
25th, 1905, with reference to the case of 
a child named Kate Benson, who had 
been registered by the guardians a 
Protestant although her father had lived | 
and died a Catholic, 


It has been | 


and she had been | *‘ 
brought up in that creed until the time | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 


| Alleged Attack on Kerry Police. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
‘the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
is aware that on May 16th last 
‘Sergeant Killachy, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, of Ballyheigue, county Kerry, 
constables were attacked by 
Patrick Hara and John Hara _ while 
'd scharging their duties of protecting two 
| bailiffs who were making a seizure under 
/a decree; that the sergeant was knocked 
down and threatened with a knife; and 
| that a cow which the bailiffs had seized 
was forcibly taken from them and driven 
jaway; and will he explain why the 
Haras were only prosecuted for a 
common ass2ult on the sergeant, instead 
of being prosecuted by the Crown for the 
more serious offence of attacking the 
police while protecting the bailiffs and of 
forcibly taking goods from the bailiffs 
which they had seized under a decree 


jand two 


of his death; whether he is aware that | 


the board’s solicitor had written them 
to the effect that the cbi'd ought to 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My hea, 


| friend has not been correctly informed. 
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The sergeant was not knocked down or | 


threatened with a knife; the cow seized 
was not rescued; and the Haras were 
not prosecuted for acommon assault only. 
Three sets of summons were served on the 
Haras. One for assault on the police, one 
for obstructing the police in the discharge 
oftheir duty, and one for injuring a con- 
stable’s uniform. Convictions were ob- 
tained on the first and last, under which 
both the Haras were sentenced to one 
month’s imprisonment with hard labour 
and Patrick Hara was ordered to pay 
£1 ls. for costs and compensation for 
the injury to the constable’s uniform. 
Differences of opinion were apparently 
entertained by the bench as to the 


second charge, which was thereupon | 


withdrawn, as the police were of opinion 
that justice had been sufficiently 
vindicated. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman seen a copy of 
the evidence in this case? I have, and 
the sergeant says he was knocked down 
and threatened with a knife. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Has 
not the hon. Member already brought 
sufficient disgrace on his country by the 
sale of whisky ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the sole 
reason that this Question is asked is that 
the people of this district will not drink 
Dunville’s rotten Irish whisky ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The evidence 
available has been before the Irish 
Government, and the matter has been 
carefully inquired into. 


The Alleged Outrage at Boyle. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that, 
on the night of July 11th, the house of 
Mr. Edward Magenrs, a large grazier on 
the King-Harman Estate, near Boyle, 
in county Roscommon, was attacked by 
a number of men, who fired shots into 
the windows at intervals for three hours; 
and if he can state whether Mr. Magenis 
had refused to give up his farm at the 
dictation of the United League; and 


{i Avat 


st 1905} (uestions. il? 
whether, in view of the fact that a few 
months ago in the same locality the 
statue of King William III. was pulied 
down and the perpetrators are still at 
large, he will take special steps to pro- 
tect the lives and property of the in- 
habitants, and to bring the guilty parties 
to justice. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I bave now 
rec ‘ive 1 a full report of the special police 
investigation into this matter conducted 
by Mr. O’Connell, a county inspector 
attached to the heidquarters staff in 
Dublin, and by Mr. Pearson, the county 
inspector of R»scommon; and the con- 
clusion arrived at by them is that no 
attack was made upon Mr. Magenis’ 
house. That gentleman asserts that no 
one has asked him to give up his farm. 
The injury to the statue referred to in 
the last inquiry was committed at Boyle, 

five miles from Mr. Magenis’ house. In 
that case the police have used, and are 
still using, every effort to bring the 
offenders to justice. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) asked 
whether the police had discovered how 
the windows of the house were broken 
—from inside or outside ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that it 
would be a difficult question to decide. 
But he had satisfied himself that there 
was no foundation whatever for the sug- 
gestion that an attack had been made 
upon the house. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG asked whether 
the police had ascertained who it was 
that gave the report to the Press. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the police 
had not discovered the person ; he wished 
they had. The report appeared in papers 
representing different political Parties. 
No one regretted more than he did that 
reports of this kind shou!d be inserted 
| by the Press, when it was quite easy to 
| ascertain beforehand whether they were 
| true or false. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
Will the right hor. Gentlemin endeavour 
1 to get the name of the ruffian who put 
_ the libs] into the Press at a penny a line ? 
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Cannot the police find out who is the Press 
Association’s representative in Boyle ? 
Everyone there knows very well the paper 
and the man, 





()-testions. 


Mk. WALTER LONG: The fact of 
matters being common knowledge does 
not justify their repetition by a Minister, 
or his making a charge against an in- 
dividual based on them. I do not know 
who the person is. If there is any 
power in the law I can exercise to 
prevent a recurrence of this kind of 
thing I will not hesitate to use it. 


Mr. HAYDEN asked whether the hon 
Member for the Altrincham Division had 
any apology or personal explanation to 
make for having first given this foul 
slander Parliamentary circulation. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) | 
said he had only asked the Question to | 


obtain information; and he fully accepted 
the police report, which was not always 
the practice of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Can you explain why | 
it took the pol ce three weeks to find out j 


this report was false ¢ 


Mr. SPEAKER: That hardly arises 
out of the Question. 


Buncrana Telephone Service. 

Mr. MULDOON (Donegal, N.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
the terms offered for the establishment 
of a post office exchange at Buncrana 
are £5 each for twenty-five guaranteed 
subscribers, and 5d. per message for trunk 
connection; and, if so, whether, in view 
of the amount of these terms, he 1s 
ready to reconsider them with a view 
to such modifications as may render them 
locally acceptable. 


Lorp STANLEY: The terms are 
correctly stated by the hon. Member, and 
I fear 


establishing a telephone exchange at 
Buncrana and of connecting it with the 
trunk system, it will not be possible to 
modify them. It should be understood, 
of course, that the charge of £5 covers 
480 local conversations 
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that, in view of the cost of | 
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Irish Public Finance. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland if 
any interest is obtained by the various 
| Government Departments and Boards in 
Ireland on the credit balances of their 
accounts; if he will grant a Return 
showing the credit balances of each of 
| the Government Departments and Boards 
‘in Ireland on March 3st, 1905; and if 
ihe will make arrangements to have 
tenders invited annually from the lish 
| banks for the keeping of the accounts 
(of these various public Boards and De- 
| partments in future. 





| Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
accounts of all the Irish voted services 
|are kept by the Paymaster - Genera! in 
| Dublin, Separate balances are not kept 
by the various Departments. The 
Paymaster-Genera] has a consolidated 
account at the Bank of Ireland, which is 
drawn upon for payments on behalf of 
iall the Departments. ‘This is a current 
|account, which yields no interest, and 
ithe balance is maintained as low as is 
| consistent with the requirements of the 
services. Apart from voted moneys, 
| certain Irish Departments have other 
‘funds under their control, notably the 
| Land Commission, the Department of 
| Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
'and the Congested Districts Board. I 


|understand that it is the  prac- 
| tice of the Land Commission — to 
/place their available balances on 


| int-rest-bearing deposit. The Department 
of Agriculture has most of its funds in 
vested, and the rest are placed on deposit 
so far as not required for current use. 
The practice of the Congested Districts 
Board is the same. A Return of all the 
funds under contro] of Irish Departments 
and the disposition of those funds would 
take time to prepare. The Government 
would not be willing to adopt a system 
of annual tenders for the keepirg of the 
Departmental accounts. 





Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Is there 
any objection to the Return [ asked for ? 
[ know it may take some time. 


Tut CHANCELLOR or tHe EX: 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I should like to lock 
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into that matter before definitely answer- 
ing. The hon. Member and others have 
already brought certain matters to my 
notice with, I hope, satisfactory results. I 
should, therefore, like to make further in- 
quiries, which will of necessity take some 
time. 


Irish Franciscans’ Manuscripts. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
is aware the calendaring of the manu- 
scripts of the Irish Franciscans is nothing 
like finished, and that the volume so long 
promised by the Historical Manuscripts 
Commission as the result of their examina- 
tion of these manuscripts will be but a 
very imperfect and partial representa- 
tion of them; and if he can give any 
assurance that the volume state1 to be in 
the printer’s hands, and promised now 
for several years, will be published within 
the next six months, and that the com- 
pletion of the calendar of these manu- 
scripts will be proceeded with, avd by 
whom. 


Mr. VICTORCAVENDISH: I under- 
stand that a Report on Franciscan 
Manuscripts in the Convent at Merchants 
Quiy, Dublin, is well advanced at press, 
and will in all probability be issued within 
the next six months. The great bulk of 
the material not included in the volume 
now in press does not appear to come 
within the scope of the operations of the 
Historical Manuscripts Commissioners. 


Trawling in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
North Sea international scientific in- 
vestigations have now — sufficiently 
advanced to enable the Government to 
form an opinion as to the advisability 
of closing against foreign as well as 
British trawlers areas such as the Moray 
Firth; and, if so, will he consider the 
expediency of recommending the Foreign 
Office to communicate with other 
European Powers on the subject, especi- 
ally having regard to the fact that at 
the Christiania Conference a resolution 
in favour of closing such areas was 
carried, 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
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Batrour, Manchester, E.): The Answer 
to the frst part of the hon. Gentleman’s 
Question is in the negative. The Inter- 
national Council has not yet expres:ed 
any opinion on the point. 


(Juestions. 


The Telephone Agreement. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
now fix a day for the discussion of 
the Report of the Select Committee 
on the Telephone Agreement between 
the Postmaster-General and the National 
Telephone Company. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam afraid I 
am not yet in a position to inform the 
hon, Gentleman. 


Welsh Steam Coal. 

Me. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
T beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he has under consideration the 
desirability of proposing legislation to 
empower the Government, in certain 
contingencies, to prohibit the export of 
Welsh steam coal, such as that now 
supplied for the use of the British Navy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
itis necessary to have any special powers 
conferred upon the Government. I be- 
lieve they have sufficient powers to 
prevent the export of steam coal under 
the circumstances contemplated in the 


| Question. 


CotoneL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he will agree to the appointment of a 
Royal Commission, or, if not a Royal 
Commission, if he will agree to the 
appointment of a Committee, to inquire 
into all the circumstances of the purchase 
of collieries in South Wales by a so-called 
German syndicate, the mquiry particu- 
larly to include the value of the coal for 
steamships, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: None of the 
information at our disposal leads us to 
believe that there is a German syndicate 
in treaty for any area, or any important 
area, or any area atall, of the steam coal 
which is used by His Majesty’s Navy. 


LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr, A. J.’ But, as I have told the House, we should 
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not, and could not, view with indifference | to the Colonial Governments inviting 
the acquisition by a foreign syndicate, or | them to a conference for next year, and 
any syndicate in which foreign influences | whether in the invitation there is any- 
predominated, of that steam coal which | thing said on this particular point. 

is absolutely necessary to the mobility of | 

our Fleets. Supposing we had grounds; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no in- 
for believing that a foreign syndicate was | formation bearing out the suggestion 
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in process of obtaining that control which 
we deprecate, I do not think it would be 
difficult to deal with the matter. We 
might meet it by providing that the 
measure passed within living memory, 
permitting foreigners to be possessed of 
real property in this country, should be 
so far modified as that they should not 


be allowed to possess real property which | 
was absolutely necessary for the defence | 
of these islands, or for the interests of | 
His Majesty’s Army or His Majesty’s | 


Navy. Such a Bill would, I think, be 
in consonance with accepted principles of 
legislation. I do not think the necessity 
or introducing it has yet shown itself ; 
but, as far as the Government are con- 
cerned, that is the line upon which we 
might proceed should the necessity arise. 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the Gov- 
ernment’s scheme for a Colonial Con- 
ference contemplates that the British 
delegates shall be empowered to entertain 
proposals for preferential trading with 
the Colonies based, inter alia, upon the 
taxation in this country of raw material 
such as wool or cotton, 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman has with laudable perseverance 
asked me this exact Question a great 
many times. I have nothing to add to 
the Answer I have given him several 
t'mes, 


Mr. BLACK: Is the conference, then, 
not to be free 2nd unfettered ? 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
say whether he declines to give a full 


and frank Answer on the ground that | 


such an Answer might be injurious to the 
public interests ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Roroughs): May I ask whether in the 
last few days notices have not been i sved 


the hon. Member has just made to the 
House. It is not accurate. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Not accurate 
that such notices have been sent 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, it is 


not accurate. 
Later, 


Mr. SOARES: I wish toask a Question 
on a point of order. Your predecessor, 
Mr. Speaker Gully, ruled that an Answer 
must be accepted by an hon. Member, 


even though such Answer was unsatis- 


factory, but I do not think he meant 
that any kind of an Answer would be 
acceptable. I have been looking up the 
authorities on the point, and the 
principal authcrity, I find, is that of Sir 
William Anson in ‘* The Law and Customs 
of the Constitution,” where he says that 
a Minister is bound to answer a Question 
unless it is contrary to the public service, 
A practice has grown up lately of not 
giving full and frank Answers, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must put his point of order and not 
make a speech. 


Mr. SOARES: The point of order I 
desire to put to you, as guardian of the 
privileges of the minority, is whether 
a Minister ought not in every case to 
give a full and frank Answer to a Question, 
if such Answer would not be injurious 
to tke public serv-ce ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Answer is 
in the affirmative, but all the cir- 
cumstances must be taken into con- 
sideration, If the same Question is 
frequently put, or Questions of a similar 
' character are frequently put, the Minister 
lis entitled to refer the Member to an 
| Answer previously given. 
| Mr. BLACK: Supposing the original 
| Answer is no Answer at all. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | menwere arrested and were brought before 
may not have thought it an Answer, but | the city stipendiary magistrate this morn- 
probably the Minister who gave it/ ing and their cases adjourned for a week. 
may have thought it a very good one. | In reply to the latter part of the Ques- 
tion, I certainly could take no action 





‘Supply. while the case is sub judice. I must add 
Mr. LOUGH: What Supply will be | that it is not I but the Manchester Watch 
taken to-morrow ? | Committee who are the police authority 


for Manchester and who are responsible 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The principal | for the action of the Manchester City 
business to-morrow will be the Home Police. Any Question relating to the 
Office Vote, and on Thursday the Foreign | action of that force which may be ad- 
Office Vote. ‘dressed to me I can only refer to the 
| Manchester Watch Committee for reply ; 
and if it were to become necessary to 
| hold any inquiry into what has taken 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No Supply on! place at Manchester it would be the 
that day, and what other business we watch committee’s duty in the first 
take will depend in large measure— | instance, at any rate, to conduct such an 
indeed entirely—on the progress we make | inquiry. 
with other business, | 





Mr. LOUGH: And on Friday ? 





Mr. KEIR HARDIE: In view of the 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Why not take | na ure of that reply [ will ask the Prime 

the Telephone Agreement ¢ | Minister whether his attention has been 

| called to this matter, and whether he has 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): | any further announcement to make in 
Or the Unemployed Bill ? connection with the Unemployed Bill. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: It must depend) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My attention 
on how we have progressed with more | has, of course, been called to the incident 
| referred to; but I do not think myself 
| that that incident in Manchester has, or 
(ought to have, any relation whatever to 


The Manchester Unemployed Disturbance. / the policy pursued by this House. 


71) yo gute | 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE > Tbeg be ask | Whether the House proceeds, as, of 
the Home Secretary w hether he has any | course, I should like it to be able to pro- 
information concerning the attack which | ceel, with the Bill as proposed to be 
the Manchester police made yesterday | amended by my right hon, friend depends 


y Tt Yn ¢ y | a : 
upon an unemploy ed nad. and what | onthe view which the House takes of that 
action he intends taking in the matter. 


|measure. It ought not to depend upon 
/any action taken in Manchester by the 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The infor-| persons who refused, apparently, accord- 
mation which has reached me from the | ing to the report I have seen, to obey the 
authorities at Manchester shows that a|law and respect the injunctions of the 
procession of some hundreds of men} police when they were requested to obey 
marched through the main thoroughfares | the law. Whether the Bill can be pro- 
of Manchester in a disorderly manner and | ceeded with or not depends as much on 
obstructed the traffic. The police re-/ the hon. Gentleman and his friends as 
quested them to allow the traffic to pro- | on anybody else. 
ceed, and as they refused to comply with | 
this request, the police dispersed them.| Mr.SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
So far as I am able to judge on the infor- | lets, Poplar): May I suggest to the Prime 
mation before me, the police in doing so; Minister whether the Unemployed Bill 
used no more force than was absolutely | could not have first place after the 
necessary. In so doing the police were | necessary business has been finished. 
acting strictly in accordance with their 
duty, which is to maintain order and| Mr.A.J.BALFOUR: Well, no. That 
prevent obstruction in the streets. Three | particular polisy could not be pursued, 
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as the hon. Gentleman will see at once, 
because if we deal with it at all we 
ought to deal with it before the Appro- 
priation Bill, or, at all events, in suffi- 
cient time for the House of Lords to 
consider the measure. I do not see any 
prospect of that end being accomplished 
unless the House were prepared to take 
the Committee stage on Friday and the 
Report and Third Reading on Monday. I 
have received no hint from those interested 
on the other side that they are pre- 
pared to assent to the Bill as proposed 
to be amended by my right hon. friend; 
on the contrary, all the speeches made 
yesterday indicated the opposite policy 
on the part of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 





Questions. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
leave to move the adjournment of the 
House in order to discuss a definite 
matter of urgent public importa’ ce— 
namely, the attack made by the Man- 
chester police upon a peaceable demon- 
stration of unemployed workmen in 
Market Street yesterday. 


*Me. SPEAKER: I must point out to 
the hon, Member that the Home Office 
is not responsible for the action of the 
police. The police are under the control, 
guidance, and direction of the watch 
committee of the city of Manchester, 
and, therefore, I do not think it 
is permissible to raise in this House by 
way of criticism or attack on a Govern- 
ment Department a matter for which they 
are not responsible. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is it not the 
case that in the last resort the Home 
Office is the supreme authority over the 
police? On a former occasion, when the 
Manchester police were accused of 
corruption, the Home Office compelled 
inquiry into the circumstances; and is it 
not the fact that the grant received by 
Manchester from the Government for 
police purposes is dependent upon the 
proper performance of duty by the 
police, and does that not make the 
Home Office responsible for their action ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is true that a 


portion, I think half, of the cost of the 
pelice in Manchester is borne by the 
National Exchequer, but that does not 
make the 


Home Office prima facie 
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responsible for the action of the police. 
If the hon. Member can show that the 
action of the watch committee has 
failed, that they have not been equal to 
the duties imposed upon them by the 
law, and that it is necessary to super- 
sede them, or that the Home Office 
should come in and take up the duty 
which the watch committee are not able 
to carry Out, then I think the hon. 
Member would be able to make a case. 
But that is not so. In the first instance, 
it is quite clear that the watch com- 
mittee are responsible. That is one of the 
consequences of local government, and I 
do not think, therefore, that it would be 
permissible to call into account the 
action of the Home Office, who are not 
responsible. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) : 
May | submit to you that in order to be 
a matter of urgent public importance it 
does not necessarily follow that it is in 
relation to any action of the Government ? 
Might I suggest, for example, that there 
might arise in a self-governing colony or 
a foreign country a matter of such urgent 
public importance that it ought to be 
debated in this House, and that is not, 
of course, within the jurisdiction of the 
Government at all ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If that is so, who is 
to answer for it? There are a great 
many matters of urgent public impor- 
tance which take place in Europe and 
elsewhere, but surely the hon. and learned 
Gentleman does not suggest that any of 
them should necessarily be discussed in 
this House? There must be some re- 
spousibility suggested on the part of the 
Government. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: How am I to 
show the House that the loval watch 
committee has failed in its duty if I 
am refused permission to move the 
adjournment of the House? Is it 1.0t a 
subject for consideration and discussion 
in the House of Commons that English- 
men have been bludgeoned in the streets 
of Manchester? If this Motion is refused, 
what other opportunity will there be to 
discuss the question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hen. Member 
can show, as he seems to think, that the 
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Home Office is in some way responsible | 
for this affair, I would say that there is 

an opportunity to-morrow on the Home 

Office Vote. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.l.): As one of the Members for the 
city, may I suggest it is not for this 
House to assume that the police attacked 
the people. The whole matter is now 
under inquiry by the proper authority in 
Manchester. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a question 
of merits and not of order. I have 
nothing to do with the merits of the 
case. 


Mr. CROOKS: Surely it is a question 
of urgent public importance—the lives of | 
people who do not seem quite able to) 
take care of themselves. It comes under 
the jurisdiction of the Home Office. | 
Will the Home Secretary consent to send 
a Commission to Manchester to inquire 
into the facts of the case ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point | 
i 


of order. 


SUPPLY [18ru Antorrep Day |}. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Cass IV. 

Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,652,548, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on March 3st 1906, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of — the 
Board of Education, and of the various , 
Establishments connected therewith, in- | 

cluding sundry Grants in Aid.” 


University): I believe it is usual that 
the representative of the Department 
should make some statement indicating 
the policy of the Department through- 
out the past year, This may be the 
more necessary, seeing that the Educa- 
tion Act of 1902 has been now working 
all over the country for some time past, 
and that the Board of Education is 
brought into relations with the local 
authorities, great and small, throughout 
the country for various educational 
purposes. One prominent feature of 
the Act of 1902 was that it made it 
for the first time possible to correlate 
or co-ordinate all branches of education 
in the hands of the great local authorities, 
each covering a large area and each 
dealing with education in its various 
forms. It is true that the counties in 
most cases are dotted about with what are 
called autonomous areas—boroughs and 
urban districts of a certain size respon- 
sible for elementary education—but they 
have powers of rating themselves towards 
secondary education for a small’amount, 
and the county has further powers of 
rating them toa larger amount, rendering 
it necessary that they should work to- 
yether for the purposes of education 
other than elementary. Iam glad to say 
that the counties have cordially co- 
operated with the boroughs and local 
d'stricts wherever they have been brought 
into contact. 


If this co-ordination is to be practical 
in local areas it must also be the key- 
note of the policy of the Board of 
Education, which has in so many ways 
to work with the local authorities, to 
offer advice and assistance, and to 
exercise such influence as we can upon 
their action by means of the dispensation 
of Parliament: ry grants. We have worked 
with the local wuthorities on these lines, 
Two years ago I described to the House 
how the staff of the Board had been 
reconstituted to meet the new require- 
ments of the Education Act. But it is 


| essential, if the Board is to work with local 


authorities, that it should be well in- 
formed as to what the local authorities 
are doing, what are the principles on 


'which they are acting, and what is the 


*lue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE-| 
TARY to rue BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Witntam Anson, Oxford | 


condition of the various schools through- 
out the country, To that end we have 
to some extent this year reorganised 


2R2 


ast, 
le. 








1187 


the inspectorate of the Board so as to 
inform us on all the various subjects on 
which we need information. We have 
been anxious not to break our in- 
spectorate into special compartments 
unconnected and incapable of working 
with one another; but at the same time 
it was necessary that we should have 
an inspectorate developed on special lines 
for special purposes, and it is quite 
impossible that the same men or women 
should pronounce a satisfactory opinion 
on the condition of a technical institute, 
an old grammar school, a pupil-teachers’ 
centre, and the infants’ department of a 
council school; and we have during the 
past year, without asking for a fresh 
money grant from the Exchequer, 
increased the varieties of our imspectors 
in what I hope will be a useful manner. 
We have extended the inspectorate for 
secondary schools, A year ago we had 
a chief inspectorate of three; now we 
have eighteen inspectors who will assist 
in informing us as to the condition of 
the secondary schools throughout the 
country, ®& matter needing constant 
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and careful supervision by the Board. | 


We have also an inspector specially 
for rural education, whose business it 
is to 
providing in their rural schools such 
a course of study as will interest the 
children in country life; and, what is 
most important of all, we have now a 
staff of women inspectors, with a chief 
inspector at their head, who will, I 
hope, be of great use in informing us 
as to the special needs of the infants’ 
and gir's’ Gepartments of our elementary 
schools. I do not say that it is a 
completed work; it is merely the 
beginning of a larger specialisation of 
the inspectorate on these lines, The 
work of our elementary inspectors has 
been to some extent simplified. 


the local authorities we may be able to 
diminish the number of our elementary 
inspectorate, and in that way to increase 
the variety of the inspectorate on the 
lines I have described. This is the 
beginning of a work which I hope will 
continue to make progress. These are 
our great sources of information, to- 
gether with the Consultative Committee 
and the Office of Special Inquiry which 
Sr William Anson. 


{COMMONS} 


assist the rural authorities in | 


I hope | 
that simplification may continue, and | 
that, as we work in closer harmony with | 
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are now brought into closer relations. 
| But I hope that the Board of Education 
will be well equipped for furnishing the 
local authorities with all the guidance 
and help on the great principles of 
education in its various aspects on which 
the local authorities can be expected to 
work, 


I propose now to touch, first of all, on 
those branches of education that deal 
with the conclusion of school life—I mean 
the evening schools and the technical 
institutes. There has been during the 
past year no great increase in the number 
of these schools or classes, but there has 
been a very Satisfactory development in 
the thoroughness and efficiency of their 
work. I think perhaps one reason why 
the classes have not increased in number 
is that we have impressed on the local 
authorities, through whom we mostly 
work in this branch of our Department, 
and on other persons responsible for 
these institutions, that it is useless for 
/young men or young women to embark 
on advanced technological study unless 
they have the rudiments of knowledge 
necessary to enable them to profit by 
these studies. We therefore ask for a 
preliminary test of fitness before the 
student is allowed to enter on this course. 
We have organised preliminary classes 
which prepare imperfectly equipped boys 
and girls for the proper use and the full 
advantage of the higher technological 
classes ; but, as is not unnatural, young 
people who think that they are well 
capable of going further than their 
teachers think it advisable are somewhat 
reluctant to undergo this preliminary 
test and to attend these preliminary 
classes; and that may to some extent 
account for the small increase in the 
numbers of the classes during the past 
year, 


I think also that local authorities, now 
that they have the whole sphere of 
education under their control, realise the 
| range of their work, and the inter-con- 
nection of its various parts. They make 
technological work a part of a general 
scheme of education within their area. 
The courses of study are required to be 
longer; they are made more complete; 
jand, above all things, they are more 
closely connected with the industries of 
the arca. In fact, we make it a condition 
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of the grant that there should be a full 
consideration of local requirements and 
local industries. In order to bring this 
about we must work closely with the 
local education authorities and with the 
employers of labour. As to the local 
authorities, all I can say is that we place 
our inspectors at their disposal, and we 
press on our inspectors the duty of urging 
upon the local authorities the importance 
of associating with themselves the em- 
ployers of labour in this work. We 
impress it on them as a duty of para- 
mount importance: and, as to the 
employers, we are collecting information 
as to the various ways in which they can 
promote the attendance of those who 
serve under them at these classes and 
institutions. We have some information 
already and we hope to collect more. 
The employer may make time for the 
employee to attend. He may even 
require him to attend the class, He may 


pay the fee for his attendance, He may 
offer prizes, There are various ways, 


in fact, and many of them are already in 
practice, by which great employers of 
labour may promote the education of 
those who serve under them by means of 
these technical classes. The Association 
of Technical Institutions is collecting full 
information on this point, and we are 
given to understand that when it is col- 
lected it will be placed at our disposal. 
We hope that our Office of Special 
Inquiries will be able to utilise the infor- 
mation and will put it in an available form 
for circulatioi among local authorities 
and employers of labour, I hope that in 


this way we are making these institutions | 


of real use in raising the standard of know- 


ledge and capacity among those who | 


begin early practical work in large indus- 
tries, and that this side of our work, 
although it has not advanced greatly in 
the past year, will advance more rapidly 
when its benefits are more fully under- 
stood. I think they are already largely 
understood by local authorities and are 
beginning to be more and more valued 
by employers of labour. 


Another thing I may say as to evening 
classes and technical institutes is that we 
are now able to make a grant for physical 
training for the first time. We hope that 
this will be of real use to those students 
who have not many opportunities in the 
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twenty-four hours of getting the exercise 
necessary to the proper development of 
the human frame; and we look for 
increasingly useful results from this new 
grant which we are now able to offer. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Hilifax): Will that 
apply to classes not held in technical 
school buildings but in private buildings. 


*S1r WILLIAM ANSON: That isso. I 
now pass to another part of our work, 
which also comes at the end of school life 
—the training of teachers. The phrase 
“training college” has to some extent 
become a misnomer, because its name 
would suggest that it is a place for the 
training of a person just about to enter 
the teaching profession; whereas it has 
become very largely a place for the edu- 
cation of those who were imperfectly 
educated as children and who intend to 
enter the teaching profession. The 
definition of a training college hitherto has 
been— 

‘An institution for educating persons about 
to become teachers and for giving instruction 
in the principles and practice of teaching” 

That must necessarily be a large part of 
the duty of training colleges for some 
time; because, until we have still further 
advanced the training of the pupil-teacher 
—that is to say, the training of the in- 
tending teacher in its earlier stages—we 
must supplement hisimperfect education 
at the training college. But we have 
endeavoured to indicate what is our policy 
inthe matter by a slight change in phrase, 
and a training college, in the regulations 
for this year, is defined as— 

**An instituion for giving instruction to 
persons intendng to become teachers in the 
principles and practice of teaching and for sup- 
plementing their education as far as may be 
necessary.” nce tel 


If we can improve the education of the 
intending teacher, both after leaving 
school and during his sojourn at the 
pupil-teacher centre, we shall lighten 
the burden of the training colleges and 
remove that extraordinarily miscellaneous 
quality of attainment on the part of the 
students who come to them for training 
and teaching. 


The Committee will see how difficult 
is the task of the training colloge 
if LI describe the different kinds of 
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student who go there. There is first, 
the students who come for one year, and 
they are persons who have taken a Uni- 
versity degree or are otherwise fully 
educated, who wish to enter the teaching 
profession, and who come to the training 
college simply to learn the practice of 
teaching. Or they may be certificated 
teachers, well educated, who have not 
been through the training college, and 
who come to the college, not so much to 
learn the practice of teaching as the 
history and theory of teaching; and to 
avail themselves of the leisure which the 
college gives them for the further pursuit 
of their more academic studies. There 
is another type of student, who may be 
valled the normal type. He comes for 
two years, having passed the preliminary 
examination for a certificate. He is the 


{COMMONS} Depts, Estimate, 1905-6. 





student who needs the most care and | 


special attention. He is very often over- 
ambitious to spend the greater part of 
his two years, not so much in training 
and in the studies which are directly con- 
cerned with the profession, as in the 
effort to obtain a degree; and I will 
mention the various precautions which 
we have been bound to take to prevent 
this student from expending his time on 
efforts which are beyond his capacity. 
Then we come to another class of students 
who are of two sorts. ‘There is the 
student of considerable promise who 
comes to a day-training college con- 
nected with a University or Univer- 
sity college, deliberately and with the 
full consent of the authorities over him, 


ordinary training work. There are also 
students coming originally for two years, 
who show exceptional merit and promise 
and who are allowed a third year to en- 
able them to finish working for a degree ; 
or—what we have arranged for the first 
time this vear, and what will be of con- 
siderable value—when they have left 
the college and been for some time in the 
teaching profession, who are allowed to 
come back and have another year of 
training and study, which is devoted 
either to the pursuit of more advanced 
studies, or to going abroad to improve 
their knowledge of foreign languages, 
When the Committee consider these 
various types of student, they will see 
that the training college is subject to 
considerable difficulties in adapting its 


Sir William Anson. 
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teaching to all the demands of the young 
men and women who come up with 
these various degrees af acquirement and 
with these various aims and-objects. 
Last year, in asking for this vote, I 
dwelt on ihe disadvantage which it is to so 
many of these students that they should 
expend so much time and energy in the 
pursuit of a degree. I think the House 
imagined that I disparaged the capacity 
of students, wished to damp their proper 
ambition, and was generally disposed to 
thwart meritorious effort. Nothing was 
further from my purpose. One is very 
anxious that the student should get all 
the benefit he can get from the more 
advanced work of the training college; 
but what we have to bear in mind is this 
—that hitherto the student has come up 
very imperfectly educated; that he at 
once comes into a different world of 
study; that he is not very well aware of 
his own limitations; that he perhaps 
over-estimates his own powers; and that 
he does not realise that the work for a 
degree, which is necessarily of a somewhat 
special character, presupposes a wide 
and solid foundation ci knowledge 
which very often he does not possess. 
Now we require that, if a two 
years student is to work for a degree at 
the training college, he should at least 
have passed a matriculation examination 
before he is allowed to work for the 
degree. We mean two years hence to 
make that qualification more severe than 
it is at present. We shall ask for some- 


: ; : ‘;/ thing more than the mere evidence of 
to study for a degree while carrving on his | ; 


passing the matriculation to show that the 
two years student is qualified to work 
for a degree, and we claim to inquire 
into the process of the student during 
his life at the training college and s:op 
it if we think he is wasting his time. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, Ap- 
pleby): Is that the London matriculation 
examination ¢ 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON : Any matri- 
culation examination. I shall one 
word as to the provision for training 
colleges. For the first time now the 
Government makes a grant, not merely 
for the maintenance of students at train- 
ing colleges, but for the provision of 
training colleges themselves. I think it 


Say 








om oo zw 


co cer ct ZB ey 


. 


1193 Civil Service: and Revenue {1 Aucust 1905} 


can hardly be said that the State has neg- 
lected the existence of training colleges, 
because I can assure the Committee that 
the Government grant, when added to 
the fee paid by the student, covers the 
cost of maintenance, but it-does not 
cover the cost of the provision of the 
training colleges, and there is now a 
Government grant made of 25 per cent. 
on the educational part of the college. 
There is a natural disinclination on the 
part of the local education authorities to 
build training colleges, a very natural 
disinclination, because when they build 
their college and educate their teacher 
there they have no assurance that he 
will not pass into an adjoining, or even a 


distant, county and give the benefit to | 


some other area of the training which 
he has received at the expense of 
the area in which he was educated. 
Of course that difficulty might be sim- 
plified if all local authorities built 
training colleges of their own, but un- 
fortunately these proposals for the 


universal building of training colleges are | 


something like the proposals for universal 
disarmament ; the question is who shall 
begin; and until the local authorities 
have settled that matter by universal 
consent among themselves, I am afraid 
we shall have to rely very largely on 
voluntary efforts for the building of 
residential training colleges and en- 


deavour to develop on the best lines we | 
can the system of day training colleges, | 
which, I think, are doing good work in| 


various parts of the country. But we 
must guard against what I may call the 
inferior provision of training colleges. 
We have had a suggestion from local 
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*Str WILLIAM ANSON: I am afraid 
we have no prospect of a Government 
grant for secondary colleges, and I am 
afraid I am not in a position to say that 
much has been done in the past year in 
that direction. The policy, then, of our 
dealings with training colleges is to dwell 
as much on the training as to endeavour 
to improve the education which precedes 
entrance to the training college, so that 
if possible, though Iam afraid it is a 
remote possibility, one year of the train- 
ing college may suffice. Ii we can attain 
that ideal, the output of every training 
college would be immensely increased, 
and the expenditure of the local educa- 
tion authorities would be correspondingly 
reduced, 


Thechief material for the training college 
is the pupil-teacher, and as regards the 
pupil-teacher we follow the policy which 
I indicated two years ago. We would 
ask that the intending pupil-teacher 
should have at least two years of general 
education before going to a pupil-teacher 
centre. If he cannot go to a secondary 
school, he should go to a preparatory 
class, and while at the pupil teacher 
centre he should work half time only, 
and during the remainder of that time 
his education should be continued on 
liberal lines. We have to meet the con- 
venience of the local education authorities 
as to the distribution of that half time of 
the pupil-teacher—that is to say, the 
local authorities have asked that there 
should be two terms study and then 
three terms half-time teaching and then 
another term of study, so that the teach- 
ing may be distributed over three terms. 
That is a matter of convenience for the 





authorities that they should connect day 
training colleges with technical institutes, 
but we have had to point out that a 
technical institute, valuable as it ison its 


staffing of the schools, and in that we are 
very anxious to meet the wishes of the 
: | local authorities. We are further giving 
own lines, does not give that general! 4 longer term of engagement to the 
education which we think ought to form, | pupil-teacher in rural areas, so that from 
at any rate, a considerable part at present | fifteen to eighteen he may be engaged to 
of the work of the training colleges. work half time. Under the old system 
a boy or a girl spent several vears in 
teaching during the greater part of every 
shire, Arfon): The hon. Baronet has dealt | day, with such education as he or she 
mainly with provisions for elementary | could pick up from the head teacher 
teachers in training colleges; would he _ before or after school hours, or as could 
say what has been done or is likely to be | be acquired independently. Now we ask 
done in training of secondary |for two years training, either in a 
teachers ? ‘secondary school or a preparatory” class, 


Mr, WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 


the 








1195 Civil Services and Revenue 


and for two vears half time at a pupil- 
t:achers’ centre, and in that way we 
hope that the education will be continued 
for at least four years before the student 
goes to the training college, and that 
then the pupil will be far better able 
than before to take advantage of the 
training offered. 


I do rot mean to say that we 
have solved the very difficult problem 
of the training of teachers. It is possible 
that, as the student was kept too 
closely to practical work in early life 
before, we have taken him toc completely 
away from the schools now. ‘lime alone 
can show whether the lines on which we 
are working are right. On the one hand 
it may be said that the long term of 
service of the old-fashioned pupil-teacher 
gave him a sort of instinctive facility in 
dealing with a class which the pupil- 
teacher under the new system will never 
secure; on the other hand, it may be 
said that he lost much in the way of 
education, and that this facility in deal- 
ing with a class has promoted that 
mechanical proficiency and excessive 
attention to discipline which, I think, is a 
feature of our English educational system, 
Though the local authorities have been 
reluctant to build training colleges, they 
have been active in the foundation 
of pupil-teacher centres. They have 
willingly connected them with secondary 
schools, and, in fact, we have had to call 
the attention of the local anthorities to 
this point, that, although it is very 
desirable that the pupil-teacher should 
enjoy the larger area and the freer life 
and education of a secondary school, you 
really must distinguish the pupil-teacher 
centre where secondary education is 


given as not providing the same | 
advantages as the secondary school 


which is connected, closely it may be, 
with that centre. 


This brings me now to the subject of 
our sccondary schools. ‘Two years ago 
i lamented to the Committee that what 
we did for secondary schools gave such a 
predominant influence to scientifie teach- 
ing that we had heard from our inspectors 
--[ am bound to say that I satisfied 
myself by visiting secondary schools— 
that the children were injured in their 
general education, and that they were im- 
perfectly equipped for understanding and 

Stir Wialliain Anson. 
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using the science taught, because they 
were so turned aside fiom languages and 
the topics of general education that their 
teaching was faulty and unsatisfactory. 
We have made very considerable changes 
in that direction. What was called the “A” 
grant was the large grant which turned 
the attention of the schools to science. 
There was also the “ B” grant, a much 
smaller amount for which much less 
science was required. We now have one 
grant for a four years course, rising year 
by year for general education. Last year 
I was able to say that we should increase 
that grant at the end of two years where 
the teaching became specialised in the 
direction of science. Now we can, as it 
were, bifurcate the teaching at the end 
of two years, and give a larger grant 
either to education more fully scicntitic, 
with more advanced science, or to a 
course of study in which languages are 
the predominant element. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Do you give up science in the 
latter schools ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: No, they 
have science certainly. Our object has 
been to provide a general education in 
which science plays a proper part, and 
at a certain stage the stvdent may 
specialise in the direction of advanced 
science or in the direction of languages. 
In no case is science neglected or thrust 
aside; it plays its part in the general 
education, I have only one or two other 
things to say beyond what I have laid 
down as to the general policy of the 
Board in regard to the secondary schools. 
We used to give a certain sum to meet 
sums contributed by local authorities 
for scholarships. We have not very much 
money to spend on secondary education, 
and we have come to the conclusion that 
it would be better to throw all our 
energies into the improvement of the 
schools by the enlargement of the grant, 


and then to leave local authorities 
to do what I think local authorities 
are much better able to do than 


we are, to select the boys and _ girls 
who are to have the scholarships 
and to provide them. We have, 
therefore, withdrawn the grant for 
scholarships and have given it to the 
schools, and I believe we are making 
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better use of the money than before. | teacher. The old central classes were not 


Another point is that we have constantly 
pressed upon the local authorities that 
they should give to every secondary 
school some body of persons specially 
interested in the conduct of education ip 
the district—what is called a governing 
body—and I think the local authorities 
are coming to see that without losing 
financial control or the ultimate authority 
which they possess over schools which 
are their own creation, it is use.ul to the 
schools and it strengthens the position 
of the headmasters if there is a body of 
persons whose business it is to look after 
the affairs and interests of the schools 
and to whom the headmaster may refer 
directly in regard to matters of school 
policy when he thinks it desirable. We 
have also been taken somewhat to task 
on the subject of fees. On that matter 
all we ask is that there shovld be an 
assurance of financial stability in the 
school if it is to receive the Government 
grant. If we can be assured that the 
school can be satisfactorily run without 
fees we ask no more, but as a rule I am 
bound to say that it is better 
that a fee should be paid. I have 
seidom found any difficulty, even in 
a poor area, in the payment of a fee, 
and I should think the schools in 
which no fees are paid are comparatively 
few, and I do not think anyone suffers 
by the imposition of such a fee as makes 
the parent and the child appreciate the 
value of the education given and ensures 
the financial stability of the school. 


Before leaving this topic and going into 
the more burning subject of elementary 
education I should like to deal with a 
statement, which I have seen not infre- 
quently, that the Act of 1902 has done 
nothing for higher education, that local 
authorities are doing nothing, and that 
the Act has not stimulated interest or 
in any way promoted the advancement 
of education to a higher level. IL take 
the centres of secondary schools. In 
1902 there were 193 pupil - teachers’ 
classes or centres in counties and ninety- 
nine in boroughs. In 1905 there sre 
320 centres in counties, and 113 in 


boroughs, and the increase in number | 


does not fully indicate the effect of the 
change: These are fully equipped centres 
for all purposes of education of the pupil- 


perfectly equipped. They were the best 
that could be got, but they were not pre- 
pared or conducted with the adequacy of 
the pupil-teachers’ centres of to-day. As 
regards the number of pupil-teachers at- 
tending the centres, taking the counties, 
there were entered in 1903, between 
January and July, 5,271  pupil- 
teachers. In January-August, 1904, 
there were 8,100 entries, andin the county 
boroughs there was an increase of rather 
more than 400. As regards secondary 
schools in receipt of Government grants 
and under local authorities, they have 
gone up between 1900 and 1905 from 
212 to 599, and the Government grant 
earned has increased by £109,000, When 
I add to this that many local authorities 
have made a most careful survey of 
their whole area, and have mapped out 
schemes for the needs of schools in the 
different parts of the area, I think you 
may say that the Act of 1902 has stimu- 
lated the interest and the efficiency of 
local work in education to a very satis- 
factory degree. 


Now I come to elementary education, 
and to refer to the Code. 1 would call 
attention to one or two points in the 
Elementary Code which I think hon. 
Members may deem worthy of remark. 
There is a provision in the Code which 
excludes teachers from being managers 
of schools, I should like to say a word 
about that. I believe the general opinion 
is that the teacher of an elementary 
school should not be the manager of 
another elementary school any more than 
the master of a secondary school should 
be on the governing body of another 
secondary school. I believe that as a 
general proposition it is @ sound one, and 
the policy which it involves seems good. 
But it is the case that there are some 
education committees, on which teachers 
have a statutory right to serve if chosen, 
which consider it proper and necessary that 
all their members should act as managers 
of schools, and it is practically a condi- 
tion of membership of the comm-ttee 
that any person on it should be willing 
to act as manager of one or more schools. 
If teachers were disqualified altogether 
from acting a8’ managers they would, 
although statutorily qualified, be practi- 
cally disqualified from serving on the 
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education committees. That, I am sorry 
to say, came to the notice of the Board 
after the Code was out. It ccrtainly was 
not my intention, and [ do not think 
the intention of anyone who had any- 
thing to do with the preparing of the 
Code, that where management was an 
incident to work on an education com- 
mittee, the teachers should be prevented 
from taking the part allotted on the 
education committee. I can only say now 
that I will take care—and the Department 
will take care—that provision will be 
made to meet that in the Code of next 
year, and in the meantime care will be 
taken that no teacher will be excluded 
from a place on an education com- 
mittee by insistence on that Article of 
the Code. 


There is another point in our Code 
which I think most important. It 
is that part which deals with higher 
elementary schools. The Minute which 
created the higher elementary schools 
in 1900 has become almost a dead 
letter, partly, perhaps, owing to the 
larger creation of secondary schools, 
but mainly, I think, owing to the 
severe scientific requirements and the 
necessity for elaborate scientific appli- 
ances which were imposed on higher 
elementary schools. The fact is there are 
only thirty higher elementary schools, and 
the number has only increased by five 
in the last three years. And yet there 
is a need for schools of this sort. If no 
intermediate type of schools between 
the elementary and the secondary is 
created, I very much fear it will 
lead to the lowering of the standard of 
the secondary schools, which ought to 
be essentially distinct from the ele- 
mentary schools. ‘There are many boys 
and girls, particularly boys, who cannot 
afford the four years course at the 
secondary schools but who do want 
something beyond the elementary school 
which will last on to the end of their 
school years, and what we propose in 


our new scheme of higher elementary | 


schools is to drop the severe scientific 
requirements, and that enables us to 
lower the grant and so to multiply the 
schools. Ii we could not do that I fear 
we'should have some difficulty in taking 
the line we have done. The object of the 
higher elementary schools will be to de- 
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velop some part of the teaching of the ele- 
mentary schools beyond what is possible 
in the elementary schools themselves, 
We require that elementary mathematics 
and English should certainly be taught in 
the higher elementary schools, and we also 
provide that some practical instruction 
should be given connected with’ the in. 
dustries or conditions of the locality, 
which will give to the boys and girls some 
feeling that their education has, as it ought 
to have, some bearing on practical life. 
I think, if we can combine these two 
things for boys and girls from the ages 
of twelve to filteen—a fuller development 
of the work of the elementary schools or 
some part of it with a more close connec: 
tion between their education and practical 
life—we shall enable a number of boys 
and girls to carry on their education 
willingly and profitably in a way in 
which they have not been able to do 


before. 


The only other matter connected 
with the Code to which I should like 
to call the attention of the Committee 
is the fact that we have called special 
attention to the teaching of the laws of 
health, and we have circulated a syllabus 
on the laws of health for which I am in- 
debted to two hon. Members, namely— 
the hon. Member for the University of 
London and the hon. Member for the Rye 
Division—to whom I should like to ex- 
press my acknowledgements, as I cannot 
help thinking that the svllabus which has 
been worked out on the lines they have 
given is one of the most practical and 
useful of the sort which has yet been 
issued by our Department or any other 
authority in charge of these matters. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Does it 
contain any remarks on the hygienic value 
of aleohol ¢ 


*Sin WILLIAM ANSON : It certainly 
does, but I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man will agree with me that many of 
the courses of teaching and lecturing on 
alcohol suffer from the somewhat ex- 
aggerated tone in which their denuncia- 
tions of alcohol are couched, and from 
the criticism to which they were exposed 
on scientific grounds. We have t ken 
/care that alcohol and its use are dealt 
| with, and I hope that a proper warning is 
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given to children that it is bad for them, 
that they ought not to touch it, and that 
they can do very well without it, but we 


think that the report of an inspector is 
unreasonable they have only to come to 
the Board and state their case, and I 


have not accompanied our remarks on | think they may rely on a fair hearing. 


alcohol either with those scientific dis- 
sertations or moral denunciations which | 
I think have somewhat tinctured previous | 
documents of that kind. | 


| 
| 


On the subject of elementary edu- 
cation there is one very general com- 
plaint, and that is the expense to 
the local authorities. I cannot offer a 
cure. I will suggest some sort of pre- 
vention, and in certain cases I can offer 
a very mild palliative. I will not charge 
the local authorities with extravagance. 
Perhaps it might sometimes be questioned | 
whether it is always necessary to have | 
the very best of everything, and whether | 
appliances might not be made to last a | 
little longer. But, on the other hand, I | 
hope those authorities will not charge | 
the Board with pressing them on to 
expenditure which is beyond their | 
means. Two things I can say on behalf | 
of the Board. Our new building rules , 
have been carefully redrafted to dis- 
tinguish what is essential from what | 
might be described as counsels of | 
periection, There are certain things | 
necessary for the health and comfort of | 
children, and we have made it quite | 
clear that those are necessary, but a 
great many other things which were so | 
stated as to leave local authorities to 
consider them essential, we have now | 
put down as things desirable, but sus- 
ceptible of modification to meet the 
financial conditions of the area. Then 
we have distinctly counselled our inspec- 
tors that, under the pressure which now | 
lies upon local authorities, and the heavy 
burden which education is causing them | 
as the Education Act is being brought 
into work, they should not urge expenses 
which are not necessary for the health, 
comfort, or education of the children, 
That has been the line we have taken 
ever since the Act came into working, 
hut it must be borne in mind that the 
remarks of an inspector and even his 
reports are sometimes misunderstood. 
The remarks made by an inspector are 
not necessarily embodied in his report, 
nor is the report of an inspector the same 
thing as an order of the Board. If 
a local authority have good reason to 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 





certain point. 


lor bodies of 


But there is one word I should like 
to say to the local authority, and that is 
that they are running serious risk in some 
areas I know of of over-centralisation. 
I have some fear that education com- 
mittees will not let anything slip out of 
their hands under, I think, a wholly un- 


'founded apprehension that if they do 


they will lose the control they ought to 
exercise. If they will not delegate any 
of their functions, if they will en- 
deavour to do all the work themselves, 
what will happen? The work will be- 
come mechanical, and when once it does 
it leads to expense. I know of cases in 
which salaries have been raised automati- 
cally—very properly in some cases, but 
in individual cases absurdly. That is to 


'say, the local authority has determined 


that the salaries of persons holding cer- 
tain positions in schools shall be uni- 
formly raised, and they have never in- 
quired what were the existing salaries 
or What the qualifications of the person 
whose salary was raised, I have known 
cases where persons in infant schools 
with practically no qualification in teach- 
ing, and with no expectation of any rise 


‘of salary, have suddenly found their 


salaries doubled merely because the 


‘order had gone forth that everything 


was to be automatically raised to a 
Then, if they will not 
delegate to bodies of sub-committees, 
managers, they lose 
the control over small items of 
expense. Tf everything is done from 
the centre by correspondence small 
savings will not take place, and small 
unnecessary outlays will take place, or 
else there will be a great mass of 
correspondence with the central authority 
which is gratifying only to the officials 
who are there for the purpose of writing 
letters, and who somewhat enjoy a series 
of formal letters. And not only is there 
loss from want of close supervision, and 
from automatic rises of emolument 
without consideration of particular cases, 
but the whole cost of administration 
becomes very large. I believe I am not 
exaggerating when I say I have heard of 
a local authority the cost of whose 
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administration was between £20,000 and | 
£30,000 a year; and when I heard o! it I | 
wished I could have that money to raise 
the grant for secondary schools, especially | 
when one thinks that some of that money | 
went on clerical work, a grcat part of | 
which was simply irritating. I must say | 
I wish the local authorities would call to 
mind their powers as to creating sub- 
committees, and would urge such sub- | 
committees to keep in constant touch 
with the managers of the school, giving 
a comparatively free hand to people who | 
have no desire to run them into unneces- 
sary expense, and whose interest in these 
matters is of importance. I feel that. 
many local authorities are almost at the 
parting of the ways, at which they will’ 
either promote the education of an arca, 
and create an interest throughout the | 
area among many persons in educa- | 
tion, or else will concentrate all power, | 
not in the hands of the education 
committee, but in the kands of the 
organising secretary, who, owing to the | 
weariness of the education committee 
for the mass of formal administrative 
business, will acquire a!l the power 
which the education committee 
thought ill advisedly to retain. 


I would urge upon thoce local authorities 
the immense importance of sustaining per- | 
sonel interest in every department cf 
cur education, amorg members of the | 
education committee, cmployers of, 
J:bour, visitors and managers of schools. | 
No grant from the Exchequer, and no | 
rate aid for feeding the children, can do| 
what the manager would do who went | 
to the homes of the children and would 
teach the parents how to live, who would | 
stimulate and organise voluntary effort, | 
and would try to keep the children well 
nurtured both before school age and 
Curing school age. What is also urgently 
wanted is persons who will watch over 
the children when they leave school, 
take care that opportunities are not 
lost, and see that a boy or girl does not 
go into some employment where there 
is a small immediate payment but ulti- 
mate loss of the opportunity to avail 
themselves of the special capacities 
acquired at school. A very little time, 


trouble, and money would turn a boy 
from an office boy into an apprentice— 
the office boy being cast on the world 
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before he is twenty, the apprentice 
moving on to higher regions of skilled 
labour. It will make all the differ- 
ences to the future of our children if 
managers are encouraged to watch over 
the children, not only while they are at 
school, but at the critical moment of their 
life when leaving school. I would 
earnestly press all local authorities to 
curb the mechanical ingenuity of their 
‘rganising secretary, and to do all 
they canto enlist the it.terest of, and give 
work to, all the voluntary agencies that 
are prepared to take an interest in the 


/management of the school. 


There is another aspect of this question, 
there are what are called necessitous 
arvas, to which, so far as I can judge, 
there are only two ways of giving sub- 
stantial relief. The first is the readjust- 
ment ofthe rating burden, ora redistribu- 
tion of the rateable area, and that is a 
subject for ‘legislation, probably of a 
difficult, but to my mind, of a somewhat 
urgentcharacter. Or else we need a sub- 
stantial addition to the aid grant from 
the Exchequer where a penny in the 
pound produces less than @ certain sum 
per childin the area. Ifrenkly say I will 
not ask for money, nominally for educa- 
tion, but really for the redress of the 
inequalities of our rating system, in 


_order to do what an amendment of the 


rating law ought to do. That being so, 
I have to consider what are the remain- 
ing resources. There are a great many 
reasons why children under the age of 
five should be excluded from schocls; 
their work is of small educational value, 


‘rer ; 
their attendance is accompanied very 


often by considerable risk to health, In 
tolerably well-to-do families they are 
almost always better at home, and in 
very poor families they ought to be pro- 
vided for by a ercche or public nursery, 
but not byanelementary school. 1 hoped 
by this time to have been able to 
circulate some very interesting reports of 
Women inspectors who were specially 
asked to report upon the condition of 
infant schools in various parts of the 
country, and to inform the Board what 
educational value attached to them, 
These reports are very strong and decided, 
and from what we have seen of them we 
have no hesitation in leaving it open to 
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local authorities to exclude children 
under five years. 


Sir JOHN GORST: Will those reports 
be published ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: Yes, all of 
them. If you withdraw all grants for 
children under five we should save 
£850,000 in round numbers. What would 
be the result? Some areas would gain 
by the simple exclusion of the children 
under five; where the cost of the main- 
tonance of the children exceeded the 
Parliamentary grant they would gain not 
merely in maintenance, but as time 
went on in the provision of schools. 
On the other hand, a very large number 
of areas would lose because, where schools 
in rural areas are small, and there may 
be only one teacher, they would save 
nothing in provision or maintenance while 
they would lose the grant. Of course we 
might withdraw the gant altogether and 
use the money for necessitous areas, But 
Icould not bea party to what is called 
robbing Peter in order to pay Paul, to 
taking money from rural districts and an 
appreciable number of urban districts in 
order to assist particular areas. We have 
therefore decided upon a plan by which 
some of the areas will gain considerably 
and no area will lose, At present there 
is an annual grant of 17s. 3d. for all 
children up to an age between seven and 
eight, and 22s. for older scholars besides 
the fee grant and aid grant. We shall 
withdraw all but the aid grant and fee 
grant from the children under five, but 
there will be a uniform grant of 24s. for 
every child over five. If any area 
thinks it is to their advantage to exclude 
children under five, they can do so. 
On the other hand, if they do not 
think it is to their advantage, they can 
retain children under five and obtain the 
aid grant and fee grant. Idonot pretend 
that this scheme will set the difficulty at 
test. ButI know of no other way with- 
out taking money from someone, or going 
begging to the Exchequer. 


I have now told my story on the 
general education question; I fear at 
some length. But I do not think it is 
a story of which I or any one connected 
with the Department need be ashamed. 
In the course of the last two years and 


'a-half we have brought the Education 
| Act of 1902 into operation. During that 
time we have been in constant co-opera- 
tion with the local authorities. With 
most of them we have worked on the 
most cordial terms, and I think that, 
even in cases where there have been 
differences, no local authority can com- 
plain of want of courtesy or considera- 
tion on the part of the Department. We 
have reconstituted our staff in order to 
meet the new conditions of education. We 
have done our best to promote interest in 
education throughout every area and 


, among all classes of the community. Iam 


quite aware that that work is only at the 
beginning and is necessarily incomplete ; 
and I have no doubt that in many re- 
spects it is Open to criticism. But I 
think I can say generally that we have 
laid down our work on sound lines and 
in such a way that it is capable of de- 
velopment in many directions, corres- 
ponding with the changes in our national 
life and the needs of our industries and 
commerce. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he thought the 
statement of the hon. Baronet was a 
very disappointing one to those who 
expected great things of the Act of 1902. 
They had been told a story of not very 
much being accomplished. He had told 
them that the Education Act had cost a 
great deal of money, in fact the whole of 
his speech was a sort of belated repeti- 
tion of the criticisms which were passed 
upon the Act when it was discussed in 
the House of Commons. When the Bill 

was before Parliament it was pointed out 
that its administration would turn out 
to be very expensive and that the results 
achieved would noi be at all adequate to 
the cost. That was practically the ad- 
mission of the Secretary to the Board of 
Education in his speech. They told bim 
at the time that he would land the 
administration of education into the 
hands of officials, and that local ini- 
| tiative would be destroyed. What an 
admission the hop, Baronet had made 
upon this point. He had admitted that 
practically the whole thing from top to 
bottom was in the hands of the officials, 
That was exactly what was predicted. 
In opposing the Act they pleaded that 
j the Government should give some sort of 








1207 Civil Services and Revenue {COMMONS} Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 190% 


interest to the ‘ocalities and that was | realised that it was most important to 
what the hon. Baronet was contending have an irritating controversy over an 
now. He asked the managers to take} Act which did not represent a final 
more interest in the schools, and com- | settlement. But a change had come o’er 
plained that they were appointed by a/| the spirit of the dream, No Government 
central authority. Why did the hon.’ before had ever wantonly provoked the 
Baronet not listen to their entreaties to people in this most irritating fashion. 
give the local authorities the power to What was the first thing they did! The 
elect the managers? Thespeechtowhich hon. Baronet had said that they had re- 
they had just listened from the repre- constituted the staff of the Board of 
sentative of the Government was a very Education to meet the changed 
earnest criticism of the Act upon the circumstances. They had done that 
lines laid down by the opponents of the specially with regard to Wales, for they 
Act two years ago. had handed over the administration «f 
the Act in Wales to a clerk of the Edu- 
The hon. Baronet said that they cation Department, who was not 4 man 
had worked very harmoniously with of any particular authority, or, judging 
the local authorities. He was afraidthis by his correspondence, of any special! 
notion of harmony had been taken from intelligence. The name of Mr. Morant, 
the Cabinet and the Party opposite, and the Permanent Secretary of the Depart- 
judged by that standard, they might say ment, did not appear at all. No doubt 
that the local authorities were working Mr. Morant was wise enough to see that 
harmoniously. In the past the local the action of the Government in regard 
authorities in Wales had worked hard for to Wales was a piece of folly, and did not 
education. They had built over 100 wish to mix himself up with it. 
secondary schools in ten years and they 
had organised a first-rate system of |Whathad happened? The first business 
secondary education. They had worked of those appointed by the Department was 
hard in the primary schools; and those to supply the Government withstatements 
were just the authorities with whom the to mislead the House of Commons as to 
Board of Education was in direct conflict what had been done, They had a debate 
at the present moment. He intended to upon the administration of the Act in 
move a reduction inthis Vote. Herewas Wales in the month of May last, and 
an Act of Parliament which wasregarded | he wished to call attention to three 
in a very hostile manner by the vast statements which were made about Car- 
majority of the population in many narvonshire and Glamorganshire. In 
parts of this country and it was passed the debate in May last on the ad- 
without their consent, and without their ministration of the Act in Merioneth- 
being consulted. Consequently it had shire, the hon. Baronet dragged in as a 
created a great deal of friction. The counter-move statements with regard to 
hon. Baronet knew that the Act would other counties. They naturally thought 
have to be modified in the direction in that a Minister would not make those 
which those who were hostile required statements without having investigate! 
that it should be modified. He did not them, and yet inquiry showed that all 
think anybody would challenge that: those statements were without the 
statement. Seeing that there was only | slightest foundation. The complaint on 
a short interva! to be bridged over, they that occasion was that in Merionethshire 
had decided to provoke quarrels with insanitary schools were being planted 
the local authorities which they knew upon the rates, The managers had 
would not be in existence in a year or been allowed nearly two years to put 
two because they would come to an end these schools in order, but had not 
whenever the present Government came complied with the requirements of the 
to anend. [Cries of ‘No, no!”] What local education authority, and the Board 
was the position? For about a year of Education had upheld them in their 
after the Act was passed the Govern- refusal. The hon. Baronet retorted that 
ment realised that that was the position there were local educa‘ion authorities 
of affairs, and on the whole they were who were guilty of keeping insanitary 
prepared to act accordingly. ‘hey | schools going, and he instanced the 
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case of Pontypridd. Last year he said 
the Board had a long discussion with the 
local education authority and the 
managers of a voluntary school there. 
The local education authority insisted on 
certain alterations. 
cation admitted their 
recognised the great difficulty of carry- 
ing them out on the existing site. Then 


the school was transferred to the local | 
education authority, and the first thing | 
that body did was to write to the Board | 
of Education requesting that the school | 


be allowed to remain in statu for two 
years. Would it be believed that there 
was not a word of truth in the last state- 
ment? It was true that the local educa- 


tion authority requested the managers to | 
make certain alterations on sanitary | 


grounds, and when it was found that the 
Board of Education supported - that 
demand the managers abandoned the 
school. The local education authority 


took it over, and the first thing they did | 


was to spend a considerable sum of 
money in Carrying out the improvements 
which they had required of the managers 


Think of that fact being withheld from | 


the House. 


*Sirn WILLIAM ANSON: I deny that 
the local authority proposed anything. 
When they asked that the school should 


The Board of Edu- | 
necessity, but | 


|has attributed to me a false state- 
|ment and a suppression of fact of 
| which I should not dream of being 
| guilty. The local education authority 
|ins:sted on requirements. We entirely 
,agreed, Then the school was trans- 
ferred, and the first thing the local 
| authority did was to ask us to allow 
| the premises to remain in that condition 
for two years, until they could make 
other provision. They said nothing about 
making alterations. We insisted on 
their making these changes, and they 
|were made. ‘The material fact was 
that the local authority insisted on the 
managers making thechanges. But when 
they came into possession themselves 
they asked the Board to allow the 
premises to remain as they were for two 
_years, [MINISTERIAL cheers. ] 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The hon. 
| Baronet states one thing now which 
he withheld then. Hesays that he knew 
that the local authority was making 
certain provision for improving the 
sanitary condition of the school. 


*Stir WILLIAM ANSON: I was not 

| aware of anything, except the demand of 

the local authority to allow the school to 
‘remain in statu for two years. 


remain in statu the Board of Education | 


insisted on certain requirements being | 


carried out, and after a time the local 
authority carried them out. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 


Baronet did not even now see that he 
was misleading the House in a most 
material particular. The inference: he 
wished the House 


improve the sanitary condition of the 
school, the local authority on themselves 


becoming possessed of the school had, | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: He 


they were going—— 


knew 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): Is the hon. 
Member in order in assuming that the 
statement of the hon. Baronet is untrue, 
'and that the hon. Baronet made it 
deliberately knowing that it was untrue ? 


to draw was that, | 
having asked the board of managers to | 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon is getting very 
/near the line, 


without spending a penny on it, asked | 


the Board of Education to allow it to | 
But | 
withheld the | 
fact that the local education authority | 


remain as it was for two years. 
the hon. Baronet also 


gave an undertaking to build a new 
school in the district within eighteen 
months. 


*Sik WILLIAM ANSON: That is 
teally not the case. The hon. Member 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, I am, 
deliberately. The Secretary to the 
Board of Education has made a series 
of false statements, and I will not have 
them. 


| Tur CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
'is out of order in making an imputation 

of deliberate untruth against the Secre- 
| Say to the Board of Education. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I never said 
he had made a deliberate false statement. 
I said he made a series of false state- 
ments, and [ still say so. 


Tur CHAIRMAN: The difference is 
this. If the hon. Member states that 
the Minister made statements that were 
inaccurate—— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: False. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Thatis a matter of 
proof. If he says that the hon. Gentle- 
man deliberately stated that which he 
knew to be untrue, that is out of order. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have 
simply to repeat what I said before, that 
the hon. Gentleman made a_ series of 
statements which were false. The word 
“deliberately ” was imported by the hon. 
Member for Plymouth, When that hon. 
Member very improperly intervened I 
was asking the hon. Baronet two definite 
Questions. Didhe know that this money 
had been expended, or was in course of 
being expended, upon improving the 
premises; and did he know at the time 
that the local education authority had 
undertaken to build a new school, and 
that they only decided to use the exist- 
ing school as temporary premises ? 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON: I answer at 
once, though I do not think the Questions 
are material. The point was that the 
local authority said to the managers, 
‘‘The school must be improved, and at 
once.” They became possessed of the 
premises by transfer and they immedi- 
ately wrote and asked the Board of 
Education to allow them to remain in 
statu for two years. Iam perfectly well 
aware that during these two years they 
were going to build a new schcol. As 
to the alterations, all I knew was that 
the local authority which had decided 
these matters to be urgent asked that 
they should be allowed to remain as they 
were for two years, and the Board of 
Education insisted that changes should 
be made. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: And _ that 
they were then made. The hon. Gentle- 
man withheld a material fact. 
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aware that they were. The Board said 
that they must be made, and the demand 
was so urgent that I thought they must 
be made, but I did not know. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: And did not 
even inquire. The hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that even now it was 
immaterial whether this school was to be 
used for temporary purposes or per- 
manently. That was his view of telling 
the whole story to the House. 


Turning to the case of Denbighshire, he 
said that the charge brought by the hon. 
Baronet was that while the council had 
sutveyed the voluntary schools before the 
appointed day, they had not yet appointed 
anyone to survey the council schools, 
There was not a word of truth in that 
charge. The enbighshire County 
Council appointed a surveyor to examine 
both classes of schools, and the work 
was completed in the case of both before 
the appo‘nted day. The same resolution 
covered both the provided and non- 


provided schools, and they were 
examined at the same time. He recol- 
lected the cheers with which that 


statement was received in the House; 
hon. Members opposite felt that it was 
a triumphant Answer. But there was 
not a syllable of truth in the state 
The hon. Baronet, when _ his 
attention was called to the matter, re- 
fused to withdraw the statement in the 
House of Commons, but after about 
three weeks he wrote a letter to the 
Denbighshire County Council saying that 
that was not exactly what he meant— 
that what he really intended to say was 
that after the appointed day they did 
not hold the balance evenly between 
the two sets of schools, that he was 
sorry the phraseology was not quite 
correct, but that in substance and in fact 
the statement was perfectly true, That 
was the hon. Baronet’s notion of the 
conduct of a gentleman when a false 
charge had been brought against the 


education authority! The statement 
ought to have been withdrawn aid 


apologised for in the House of Commons, 
where it was made. 


The same thing happened with regard 
to Carnarvonshire. Two or three schools 


were instanced where the repairs had not 








212 
not 
aid 
und 
ust 


Nit 
ad 


ns, 


ird 


ols 





1913 Civil Services and Reveniie 


been up to the standard. The statement 
was absolutely correct as far as it went, 
but the hon. Baronet did not state the 
whole of the facts. Although there were 
two or three schools where the require- 
ments had not been complied with within 
a month of their receipt from Whitehall, 
the local education authority had actually 
spent on repairs £6,400 out of revenue 
and had applied for loans to the amount 
of £25,000 for the purposes of enlarging 
and improving the school accommoda- 
tion. That was £31,000 for a small 
county, representing between £2 and £3 
per head per child in the schools. The 
hon. Baronet was aware of these circum- 
stances, and his omission to mention 
them was a withdrawal of facts which 
had the result, he did not say inten- 
tionally, of misleading the House. 


Another ground of complaint was that 
the hon. Baronet, while pressing the local 
education authorities to administer the 
law, was himself breaking the Act of 1902 
and his own regulations. In Merioneth- 
shire about two years ago notices were 
served on the managers to repair their 
schools. Last year the hon. and learned 
Member opposite contradicted the state- 
ment that notices had been served. He 
now had the notices in his possession ; 
they were most elaborate, giving the full 
report of the surveyor, and setting forth 
the requirements in respect of which the 
schools were to be repaired. 


Mr. DUKE thought that if refer- 
ence were made to Hansard it would 
be seen that he merely asked whether 
notices had been served. He had 
been told that notices had not been 
served, and therefore he asked the hon. 
Member, who was likely to knowand was 
usually well-informed about these 
matters, whether he knew. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he re- 
collected distinctly the hon. and learned 
Member saying afterwards that that 
was not his information. There were 
very few appeals to the Board of Educa- 
tion. Some of the schools were so bad 
that a short time ago two had to be 
closed. But although the managers had 
not obeyed the law that they should 
comply with the reasonable requirements 
of the local education authority, the 


VOL. CL. [Fourta Szrrgs,] 
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hon. Baronet, in defiance of his own 
law, compelled the local education author- 
ity to maintain these schools. When 
the local authority asked about the 
repairs they were told that their first 
business was to maintain, and that if 
they did not the Board would not press 
the managers to comply with the law. 
What an extraordinary proposition ! 
‘Lhese schools were insanitary, badly lit, 
and unhealthy, and the position taken 
up by the hon. Baronet was that if the 
teachers were damaged by the with- 
holding of a part of their salaries the 
Board would retaliate by forcing the 
children into these insanitary schools. 
What a position for a great constitu- 
tiona] authority to take up. And how 
had the Board acted as a Court of 
Appeal ? They sent down one of their 
own clerks with an inspector to visit | 
these schools; no notice was given to 
the local education authority; even 
their surveyor was not informed; but 
this clerk went round and said, ‘ Oh, 
you need not take any particular notice 
cf these things ; you do so and so, and 
you will be all right.” The next time 
the local education authority pressed 
for the carrying out of their require- 
ments they were told, “ An inspector 
was here the other day with a clerk, who 
told us that if we did certain things we 
need take no further notice of you.” 
Was that what a Court of Appeal was 
supposed to do? What would the hon. 
and Jearned Member opposite think of 
a Court of Appeal which, before the case 
came on, sent its clerk to one of the 
litigants without notice to the other 
side, saying, “If you do certain things 
we will back you up when the appeal 
comes on, and judgment will go in your 
favour?” When the appeal came on 
the Board backed up their clerk, and 
upheld the opinion which had _ been 
delivered beforehand ex parte. That 
was a fraud on decent administration. 
And this was the Department which was 
telling the county councils in Wales how 
to administer the law, and threatening 
them with all sorts of pains and penalties 
if they did not carry it out. 


But this was not all. The county of 
Glamorgan afforded another remarkable 
case. ‘I'wo years ago the local] education 
authority sent their surveyor to inspect all 

28 
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the schools. A full copy of his report was 
sent to the managers of the non-provided 
schools, with a request that they would 
point out any respectsin which they com- 
plained of it. In May, 1904, the Board 
of Education gave a decision considerably 
modifying the requirements of the local 
education authority, and in some respects 
falling below the minimum of their own 
regulations. The local authority, how- 
ever, accepted it. Then the Board of 
Education extended the time within 
which the managers were to carry out the 
requirements. That time had expired, 
but a considerable number of managers 
had not yet complied with the require- 
ments even as modified by the Board of 
Education. Being advised that it was 
contrary to the Act of 1902 to maintain 
a school of which the managers declined 
to comply with the reasonable require- 
ments of the local education authority, 
the county council gave notice that after 
July 31st, unless the requirements had 
been complied with, they would cease to 
maintain the schools. They had no 
other course open to them, and yet the 
Board of Education had stepped in 
and practically told them that if they 
ceased to maintain the schools they 
would be put in default. That was not 
administering the Act of Parliament. 
It simply meant that all the provisions 
with regard to structural requirements 
and repairs were thrown into the measure 
to secure its passage through the House 
of Commons, that they were never in- 
tended to be carried out, and that the 
only part of the Act which was meant to 
be enforced was that providing for the 
maintenance of these schools. Then in 
a correspondence the Department had 
tried to mislead the public by introducing 
all sorts of matters which had no basis in 
fact. They said that their decision in 
May, 1904, was not a hard and fast 
decision intended to be carried out, but 
simply a general indication of the lines 
upon which they thought the managers 
ought to proceed. Then they began to 
say that the requirements were un- 
reasonable, that the maintenance of 
schools could not be refused because a 
path was not properly gravelled, or 
because a door opened in one direction 
instead of another. There were no such 
cases in the whole of the county, and the 
writer of the letter knew it perfectly well ; 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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they were introduced simply to preju- 
dice the decision of the local education 
authority, who were face to face with the 
dilemma that if they carried out Section 7 
of the Act of 1902 they would be put into 
default under the Act of 1904. 


Part of the complaint of the Board of 
Education against the county councils 
was that they withheld payments which 
were overdue. Would it be_ believed 
that the Board of Education had adopted 
exactly the same course with regard to 
the education authorities? In the case of 
Merionethshire they had not paid the 
aid grants yet, although the education 
authority should have received by this 
time a substantial instalment. Upon what 
principles did the Secretary to the Board 
of Education found his complaint when 
he himself in January last withheld pay- 
ments from the education authorities, ? 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON: I have 
withheld no payments except in due course 
of law under the Defaulting Authorities 
Act. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the regula- 
tion of March 9th, 1904, iaid down that 
the aid grant should be paid in two 
portions, one instalment early in the 
year at 4s. per head of the average 
attendance and the balance early in the 
second half of the financial year. Neither 
of those two instalments had been paid. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said that aid 
grants were paid in advance for the 
average attendance in schools maintained 
during the year. The Treasury allowed 
them to pay that money in advance, but 
the Board of Education would not be 
acting fairly if they paid the money 
where they had reason to believe that 
the local authority was not going to 
maintain the schools. The moment the 
Board of Education got an assurance 
that the schools would be maintained 
they would send the money. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Board 
of Education under the Treasury Minute 
was supposed to pay this money in two 
instalments. He wished to know if the 
hon. Baronet could point out a single 
school in Merionethshire which had not 
been maintained by the local authority, 
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where the salaries had not been paid, and 
where all the requirements had not been 
carried out. 


*Sirk WILLIAM ANSON: 


they not say that they are going to do | 


that and then they will get the grant. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that was an | 


extraordinary proposition. Those schools 
were carrying out the law, and the Board 
refused to pay what was due unless 
they gave an assurance that they were 
going to act as a citizen ought to act. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON : Has the hon. 
Member himself not said from time to 
time that they ought not to carry out 
this law ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Did the hon. 
Baronet say that he was not going to pay 
any money to any county which at any 
time said it would not carry out the law ¢ 
Ifso, why did he pay any money at all to 
Merionethshire or Kast Ham. The West 
Riding of Yorkshire also said they would 
not carry out the Act, and therefore why 
should he insist in taking this exceptional 
course in the case of Merionethshire. He 
supposed it was because it was a small 
county, and it was just the size of thing 
the Government liked to hit. Did the 
hon. Baronet say that he would pay no 
money unless the local education authority 
gave assurances which he had no right to 
ask from them. 


*Sin WILLIAM ANSON: All money 
earned will be paid, but we are not obliged 
to pay, and we ought not to pay, money 
in advance t9 authorities which have 
from time to time refused to carry out 
the law. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE said that 
Merionethshire was carrying out the law, 
and the moment it did so payments were 
withheld. This Act was quite bad 
enough, but when it was administered 
in this spirit it was absolutely intolerable. 
The Board of Elucation were bringing 
pressure to bear upon local authorities 
to improve their schools. If there were 
insanitary schools he trusted the authori- 
ties would be compelled to put them in 
order. They did not complain, however, 
of pressure of this kind, and the only 
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stipulation they made was that where 
the Board of Education made requisitions 
upon the local authorities they should 
be made upon the merits of the case and 
not as a punishment. If better ventila- 
tion was required it was all right to de- 
mand it, but such a demand should not 
be made purely to punish them because 
they were making requisitions upon 
somebody else. Ii the hon. Baronet 
only made such requisitions he would 
get no complaints; in fact, the more 
requisitions he made of that kind the 
more expensive and obnoxious would the 
system become. In Merionethshire the 
education authority gave the schools two 
years to comply with their requisitions, but 
a great many had not yet been complied 
with. The hon. Baronet made requisi- 
tions at the beginning of this year on 
Merionethshire and he had withheld the 
grants from schools there because his 
requisitions had not been complied with. 
If he considered two years was sufficient 
in this case why did he extend only 
three months indulgence to a council 
school ? 


In the case of Merionethshire the 
hon. Baronet complained that the 
ventilators were not of the right kind. 
He might say that those ventilators had 
been put in with the sanction of the 
Board of Education three or four years 
ago, but they had been condemned by the 
representative of the Board of Education. 
Later on representations were made 
as to whether those ventilators would 
be allowed to be used in other schools; 
and the Board of Education took two 
months to consider the matter. A 
month later they withheld the grants 
because those ventilators had not been 
put into the schools, although they had 
taken two months to consider whether 
they were the right sort or not. During 
the last eighteen months £13,000 had 
been expended upon improving schools in 
Merionethshire. If that sum were ap- 
plied to Surrey it would be equivalent to 
£150,000 spent in improvements and in 
the enlargement of school accommo- 
dation. That sum was equal to £3 per 
head per child in the council schools, 
and therefore the charges mide by the 
hon. Baronet could not be brought against 
Merionethshire. But if those schools 





were in an insanitary condition whose 
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fault was it? It was entirely the fault 
of the Board of Education, because the 
present Government had been adminis- 
tering the Education Acts for the last 
ten years and they had allowed those 
schools to get in their present condition. 


Take the case of Denbighshire as an 
illustration of the way in which the law 


{COMMONS} 


had been administered by the present | 


Government. In 1894 a school was 
condemned because of inadequate ac- 
commodation, and the Board of Educa- 
tion prepared plans for increasing it. 
The Conservative Government came in in 
1895, and said they could not allow the 
school board to improve the school. 
The inspector reported year after year, 
condemning the school on account of the 
inadequate accommodation. The school 
board sent the plans back to the 
Board of Education, which returned 
them, and at last they gave the real 
reason, which was that there was a Church 
school in the district. They wanted to 
force the children to attend that school. 
That was in Denbighshire. That school 
was reported on by the inspector. They 
never knew it was reported on until this 
Act came into operation. When they got 
hold of the report they found that it had 
been condemned for years by the in- 
spector, and that the Board of Education 
did nothing. They declined to allow the 
schoo] Loard to extend the accommoda- 
tion of their own school, and they allowed 
the other school to go on. That was the 
sort of thing that had gone on. It had 
gone on for two years under the hon. 
and learned Baronet. It was only after 
ten years that the position had become 
impossible. The children had actually 
to be taken into the open air and in- 
structed there because there was no room 
for them in the school. If this was the 
way the law was administered by the 
Board of Education, how could they 
expect the local education authorities 
in Wales to carry it out ? It was their 
Act of Parliament, and they were bound 
to administer it fairly and impartially 
The Board of Education were not there 
representing the interests of the non- 
provided schools. They were there to 


carry out the Act of Parliament, and 

they ought to do so impartially. The 

Welsh local education authorities were 

corrying out the Act against their 
Mr. L loyd-Gvorge. 
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will. They represented people who 
hated it and who would take the 


first opportunity to alter it. ‘Lhe Board 
of Education having passed this Act 
should administer it impartially. 


What was the position in Wales at the 
present time? ‘Lhere was an Act of Par- 
liament which was obnoxious to the vast 
majority of the people and which deprived 
them of all interest in the schools, 
Non-conformists formed four-fifths of 
the population, and most of the spiritual, 
moral, and social work of the villages 
was done by them, and yet they were to 
have only two out of four managers, 
which practically disfranchised them, 
and were not allowed to have a single 
teacher in the schools because they were 
disqualified by the trust deeds. The 
bulk of the people who paid the rates 
out of which the schools were maintained 
were Nonconformists, and, moreover, 
these people were those that contributed 
most largely to the wealth of the district 
by their labour. It was exceedingly 
hard, therefore, that these people should 
not be allowed to take any interest in 
their schools. Having regard to the 
peculiar position of Wales, one would 
have thought that the Government 
would have shown some consideration 
for the county councils. An Act 
of Parliament was imposed upon the 
people of Wales which was en insult to 
their faith, and the local education 
authorities were expected to administer 
it. Welsh Members were bound to 
bring these facts before the House, and 
when the time came they would appeal 
to the country upon this matter. 


Sir JOHN GORST said he had listened 
to the speech of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon with very great regret and 
sorrow. ‘There were not many oppor- 
tunities in that House for discussing 
education, and it was a pity that the 
discussion that afternoon should — be 
interrupted by a speech of such sectarian 
bitterness. ‘The special charges which 
the hon. Member had brought against 
the Board of Education would no doubt 
be replied to in due time by the Secretary 
of the Department. He would only say 
that it appeared to him that a great 
many of the accusations appeared to 
reply to themselves. He did not 











ho 
he 
rd 
ct 


he 


ust 
ed 
Is. 
of 
al, 
ses 
to 
rs, 
mn, 
cle 
ere 
‘he 
tes 
ed 
er, 
ed 
ict 
sly 
uld 

in 
the 
ald 
ent 
ion 
Act 
the 

to 
ion 
ter 


ind 
eal 


ied 
for 
ind 
yor: 
ing 
the 

be 
jan 
ich 
nst 
uibt 
ary 
say 
eat 

to 
not 





1221 Civil Servicesand Revenue {1 Avcust 1905} Depts, Estimates, 1905-6. 1229 


know that the hon. Baronet would 
have an arduous task in replying 
to the parts of the speech which did not 
reply to themselves. It was perfectly 
right and constitutional that the hon. 
Member should attack the Secretary to 
the Board of Education, but it was quite 
unusual, and he thought quite un-Parlia- 
mentary, to mention by name the perma- 
nent Civil servants of the Crown who 
were not responsible to the House for 
their acts. [An Hon. Memper: But 
they are.] Their duty was to obey 
their official chiefs, the President of the 
Board of Education and the Secretary to 
the Board of Education. They were not 
present in that House to defend them- 
selves, and the hon. Baronet was respon- 
sible to the House for everything they did 
and for every letter they sent to a local 
authority. 


He totally disagreed with the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon when he said 
that the effect of the Education Act 
of 1902 was to diminish local interest in 
education. The whole of his speech 
showed what an extraordinary amount 
of interest there was. In the autumn of 
last year he had the privilege of taking 
part in a Welsh education meeting at 
Shrewsbury. It was attended by men of 
every creed and every political opinion. 
The whole question of education was 
discussed in the most businesslike manner, 
and there was not a word of religious 
bitterness brought into the case at all. It 
was a practical meeting which he dared 
say had produced a great deal of good to 
education in Wales. He looked upon 
speeches such as that to which they had 


just listened as mere transient phenomena | 


which would very soon pass away. The 
great principle of the Act of 1902 which 
made the municipalities of this country 
responsible for education would never be 
repealed and would never be altered. 
No doubt changes would be made in the 
working of the Act in various particulars, 
but he believed that the religious diffi- 
culty which had arisen in Wales and in a 
few counties in England would be a 
transient matter and would not affect 
the lasting good which the Act would 
effect. 


He had given notice of a Motion to 
reduce the Education Vote by £500,000, 








but he did not intend to moveit. He 
did want to call attention to the enormous 
and preventable waste of money in con- 
nection with the education of a large 
number of children who were not fit 
to receive the instruction which was 
provided. The theory of the Board 
of Education seemed to be that when 
they had provided schools, teachers, 
and apparatus their business was to teach 
any children who came, that they had 
no responsibility for the condition in 
which these children were, and that they 
had no obligation even to see that they 
were in a condition to receive instruction. 
It seemed to him that it would be a wise 
and reasonable thing for the Board of 
Education to take some trouble to see 


what was the condition of a child 
when it first came to school. In 
Germany every child when it first 


came to school was medically examined. 
The child’s condition was recorded— 
its weight, its chest measurement ; and 
this medical examination was repeated 
every year, so that in a Prussian school 
they had the history of a child’s physical 
progress at school from the time of 
entering until the day it left. He could 
not help thinking that there were a good 
many education authorities in this coun- 
try who held a medical examination of 
this kind, more or less. He had been 
very much surprised when the hon. 
Baronet told the House that a Com- 
mittee had been directed to inquire into 
the various systems practised by the 
different local authorities in that regard, 
and he would be very much interested 
to learn what that Committee had found 
out. He would be very much inter- 
ested to know hew much the local 
authorities had done to satisfy them- 
selves as to the physical condition of the 
children. 


He would remind the Committee that 
in this matter the Board of Education 
had the most absolute power; in that 
they could put into the Code the 
conditions on which the Parliamentary 
grant was to be paid. Why should 
not the Board of Education make 
it a condition of receiving a grant that 
proper and reasonable attention should 
be given by the local authorities to the 
fact whether, when the children came 
to school, they were in a condition to 
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fecéive instruction? That was a reason- 
able condition, because otherwise they 
spent large sums of money, which the 
Committee voted, on children who were 
physically unfit to receive instruction. 
The Committee should recollect the 
immense responsibility which rested on 
the State, on the Board of Education, 
and on the local authorities on be- 
half of these children, who were 
under their daily observation from the 
time they were five years old till they 
were fourteen. Medical testimony was 
unanimous that during that period, if 
proper care was taken of the children, 
all the mischief that had been done by 
malnutrition in early infancy could be 
retrieved ; that if it could be only assured 
that from five to fourteen years of age 
the physical condition of the children 
was adequately cared for, almost all that 
mischief could be cured. The local 
education authority and the local sanitary 
authority had absolute power to ensure 
that the children were properly treated 
and cared for during school time; and 
he was bound to say that the Board 
of Education had shown an indifference 
in this matter and that many local 
authorities had entirely neglected their 
duty. At Charlottenburg the education 
authority picked out of the schools all the 
feeble children during the summer months, 
put them into an electric tram and 
carried them into the forest, where there 
was a special forest school, at which 
these children were kept during the 
whole day in the open air. They had 
play, and meals, and everything which 
could conduce to the restoration of their 
physical health. 
brought back at night to their own 
homes. The effect of that was that these 


children were restored to their families | 


completely cured and well both as re- 
garded their bodies and minds. That 
could not be done here, because none 


of the buildings in the forests would | 


answer to the requirements of the Board 
of Education. 


He wished to call attention to the | 
| laws in the schools. 


enormous waste of money caused 
by epidemics. He was told that a 


large number of schools were closed on 
account of epidemics, such as measles 
and smallpox; and while they were so 
closed, the salaries of the teachers and 


Sir John Gorst. 


And then they were | 
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the rent of the schools went on, while no 


teaching of any kind was given. There 
was no provision made in the schools 
to detect the beginnings of such an 
epidemic. He thought that instructions 
should be givento the teachers at the 
beginning of such an epidemic, to report 
to the medical officer. The cost of 
epidemics was one of the greatest 
sources of expense tothe ratepayers, and 
if there were medical inspection that 
could be prevented, at the outbreak, 
by the isolation of the children who were 
observed by the medical officer to be 
suffering from the first stages of the 
disease. 


Another point was that a great 
number of children were totally unfit to 
receive instruction because they were 
so overworked out of school hours, In 
1899 he told the House of Commons that 
a great part of the money voted was 
wasted on that account. Ultimately 
a jomt Home Office and Education 
Office Committee was appointed to in- 
quire into the matter, and that Committee 
made a most excellent Report and recom- 
mended legislation. But would the Com- 
mittee believe it, in this Metropolis a 
local inquiry was going on on the same 
subject promoted by the Home Office ? 
No by-laws had been made upon the 
subject by the Home Office or the Educa- 
tion Office, though the London County 
Council Education Committee had _ re- 
cently made by-laws on the subject. 


Another point was that a proper medical 
examination of the children in school 
would lead to the stamping out of that 
dread disease—tuberculosis. All medical 


authorities were agreed that that was a 





disease that ought not and need not 
exist in a civilised community ; but the 
seed-bed of tuberculosis lay in the bodies 
of these unhappy, ill-nourished children. 
A proper examination in the schools of 
children from three to five years of age 
would discover the symptoms, and the 
disease could be stamped out. He did 
not think that the hon. Baronet had laid 
great stress on the observance of hygienic 
The hon. Baronet 
had referred to the encouragement given 
in the syllabus to hygienic education ; 
but if they were to make hygiene 
effective, it must not be taught in the 
same way as any other special subject. 
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The present object seemed to be to pre- 
pare boys and girls to answer questions in 
examination papers, and there it ended. 
But what was wanted was to go into the 
pupils’ houses. He wanted to teach 
young mothers, and to establish a system 
of visiting such as was established in most 
German cities and under which competent 
people went and instructed young mothers 
in their own homes how to bring up their 
children, 

He had listened with great interest 
to the statement of the hon. Baronet 
that local authorities were no longer 
to be compelled to provide schools 
for children between three and five 
years of age. He thought that was a step 
in the right direction. But he did not 
think they would be able to get the 
public generally to give up the right of 
having their children cared for by the local 
authorities. And what they would have 
to do would be, not to abolish infant 
schools, but to turn them into nurseries 
where children were not to be taught, 
but where they were to be amused, cared 
for, and looked after. They did not want 
very highly-trained teachers who had 
studied all the ’ologies and taken a very 
high degree at training colleges for that 
purpose, but they wanted a motherly 
person who was fond of children, and 
who was a good nurse. He was sorry to 
say that the Board of Education did not 
really yet realise what a child was. It 
was true they had some women in- 
spectors, and he believed they had told 
the Board a good deal about children 
they did not know before. Those 
women inspectors, however, were a very 
small number compared with the 
schools, and he hoped they were going to 
be increased, because he always thought 
women knew a great deal more about 
little children than men. He did not 
think that the Board of Education realised 
that a child of five years old was only a 
baby. We were quite singular in beginning 
education at soearly anage. Inno coun- 
try but ours did they begin until the child 
Was six and in some cases seven. If they 
were going to have little children of 
five years of age at school, they must 
treat them as babies; they could not 
treat them in the same way as older 
children. Yet he found in the Code of 
this year—a very important and ad- 
vanced Code, which gave a great promise 


of further progess on the part of the 
Board of Education—the following 
clause~ on 


“The necessary recreation interval in the 
case of infants under five years of age must be 
fifteen minutes in duration and may be ex- 
tended to half an hour.” 

That was very good, and, if he were a 
teacher, he should certainly make it 
half an hour. Then they went on to 
say that in the case of scholars over 
five years of age the interval must be 
ten minutes. Therefore, a child of 
five years of age was treated just like 
an older child. It had to be in school 
the whole time the school was going 
except for ten minutes. He had no 
hesitation in saying that anybody who 
knew and watched and studied children 
would never put such a provision into 
the Code. Unfortunately, it was in, and 
being in it must be observed, because the 
Controller and Auditor-General would 
disallow grants made for children if 
it was shown that they had had half 
an hour’s recreation. He hoped in- 
spectors and the authorities would over- 
look any transgression of that rule. 
Ten minutes out of a school morning 
was not enough recreation for a child 
of five years of age. No artist made 
his model sit so long as that. An 
artist’s model had ten minutes interval 
every hour. Surely a child who was 
kept in one place ought to have not 
more than twenty-five minutes instruc- 
tion at a time. In the school at 
Charlottenburg to which he had referred 
they had no more than twenty-five 
minutes instruction at a time. They 
might have altogether two hours in the 
course of the day, but not more than 
twenty-five minutes at one time. He 
was quite sure, if the Board of Education 
would consult their inspectors before 
the next Code was drawn up, they 
would find this recreation clause would 
undergo very considerable alteration. , 

He thought it would be an excellent 
thing if provision were made, in all the 
schools, for the children being washed. 
It was a small matter, but it was a very 
important matter, and it was very easily 
done. It could be done in a very cheap 
and simple manner. There were some 
schools in which children were washed, 





but there were a great many in which they 
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Committee which they were 


a@ provision were made by the Board promised at the beginning of the session ? 


of Education, it would cost very little | 
money, and would not only conduce | 


to the health of the children whilst | 
_ going to report, and would the right hon. 


they were at school, but would give 
them habits of cleanliness which would 
be of enormous advantage to their 
health in after life. Nothing was more 
disagreeable to the world at large than 
dirty people, and he was quite sure if 
this regulation were introduced into the 
elementary schools we should have a race 
very much cleaner and, therefore, better 
and healthier. He hoped he had intro- 
duced a totally different atmosphere into 
the debate than was introduced by the 


sectarian 


Member for Carnarvon, and he hoped | 


in the rest of their discussion they would 
remember they were all Christians, and 


that there were a great number of things | 
which would conduce to the health and | 


welfare of the enormous mass 
had to instruct, and upon which they 


could agree. 


Mr. BRYCE said he always listened 
with interest to the speeches of the 
hon. Member for Cambridge University, 
for he always spoke with knowledge. 
But the hon. 
complained of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon for his arraignment of the 
Board of Education, and had implied 
that it would be better on the one ocea- 
sion which they had in that House to 
discuss educational questions if they 
confined themselves to matters upon 
which they could agree and_ offered 
practical suggestions for improving the 
educational machinery of the country. 
They all agreed with that. He was 
sure all of them would wish to bring all 
the knowledge and experience that either 
as legislators or as private citizens they 
had acquired as regarded the education 
of the country to the assistance of the 
Board to make the system complete. 
But he would ask his right hon. 
friend who began the sectarian con- 
troversy and who introduced the element 
of antagonism into Wales ? 


There were one or two topics on which 


the Parliamentary Secretary had touched | 


to which he desired to refer. One was 
raised by the right hon. Gentleman just. 
now. 


Sir John Gorst, 


of | 


children whom the Board of Education | 


{ 


Nothing had been said by the Secretary 
to the Board of Education upon that 
subject. When was the Committee 


Gentleman see his way to give some 
effect to its recommendations? It 
seemed to him that what the right hon. 
Baronet had said about training colleges 
was far from satisfactory. There was 
no part of our educational systerh more 
unsatisfactory. In 1837 the intention 
was that training colleges should be 
established by the Government. That 
plan was unfortunately abandoned, and 
institutions under a quasi- 
private management were allowed to 
grow up and were subsidised by the 
Government. That had turned out a 
most unsatisfactory method, whether 
they looked at it from the religious or 
the educational side. These men ought 
to be brought up with other young men 


| who were going to be engaged in other 


occupations. He believed we gave far too 
much money to sectarian colleges, and he 
was of opinion that if the Government 
had undertaken from the first to establish 


these colleges it would have been more 


-what the Parliamentary 


What was being done with regard | England and Wales. 


| economical. 
Member had _ that day ° seinen 


He thought the right way 
now would be, as he was glad to see the 
Parliamentary Secretary was doing, to 
make them as much as possible day in- 
stitutions. In 1902 a proposal was made 
to enable local authorities to establish 
training colleges, and he gathered from 
Secretary had 
said that that proposal had been carried 
out to a very small extent. How could 
they expect that local authorities would 
spend large sums of money in the estab- 
lishment of such colleges? That was 
always a hopeless dream on the part 


‘of the Government, and it was pointed 


out at the time that the Government 
could not expect local authorities to 
spend money in that way. But that 
was only one aspect of the financial side 
of the question which did not receive the 
attention it should have done. 


Our educational expenditure was 
growing at an enormous rate. The 
Parliamentary grant this year ex- 


ceeded £17,090,000, of which £11,000,000 
were spent on elementary education in 
In addition to that, 
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the sum which this year was to be ex- 
pended from the rates was roughly 
estimated at £8,000,000. 


So that there | 


was £19,000,000 of money, partly Treasury | 


and partly local, spent on elementary 
education in England and Wales. That 
was a most stupendous sum, which in his 
opinion was too large. He would not say 
it was too large if he was sure that it was 
all well spent because he believed if it 
were well spent, it might conduce to the 
benefit of the country. But he did not 
think there was anyone interested in 
education who did believe it was well 
spent, who djd not believe that large 
economies could be effected, and who 
did not believe that we were not getting 
value for our money. There was only 
one way to see that this money was well 
spent, and that was the way pointed out 
by Mr. Robert Lowe many years ago, that 
there should be some effort made to see 
what the work was that the grant did. It 
was too large a subject to go into the de- 
tails of at the present time, and he merely 
called attention to it because he thought 
the time was approaching when they 
ought to have some real inquiry into 
the system under which grants were given. 
A great many grants were given and 
they ought to be simplified and given on a 
different system ; they ought to be more 
proportionate to the performance of the 
schools, and the inspector ought to have 
some other alternative to that which he 
at present had, which was, as he believed, 
that an inspector might either reduce 
the grant by a shilling a head or else 
recommend that the school should lose 
its grant altogether. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the Board 
of Education took a much larger power to 
reduce the grant. It might fine the school 
or rather the local authority in respect 
of an unsatisfactory school. 


Mr. BRYCE: Is that on the inspector’s 
report. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: Yes. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was far from being 
sure that it was a good thing that the 
inspector should be an autocrat in a 
matter of this kind, because unless they 
found men who were really angels those 
men were apt to make mistakes in their 


inspections. A full investigation was 
required on this matter. Whether that 
investigation should be by Parliamentary 
Committee or Royal Commission or by 
some other body he was not prepared to 
say, but the matter certainly required 
more consideration than it had had, 
and the question should soon be ap- 
proached in a serious spirit. 


One great cause of expense had 
been referred to by his hon. friend in 
that part of his speech in which he 
dwelt on the difficulty arising in the 
administration of schools from over- 
centralisation. If everything was done 
from the centre they could not have 
those small economies which were so 
effective. Too much power would be 
given to the permanent officials, especially 
to the organising secretary, who would 
believe he had everything to do, and who 
would oust all the managers in order to 
do it. His hon. friend had waxed quite 
eloquent in pointing out how much the 
managers might do for a child, and how 
much the interest the local managers took 
in the welfare of particular children in 
a school might do for the children of 
that school; how much a child might be 
helped on in life, and how great a stim- 
ulus might be given toits progress. But 
those remarks had not been heard for 
the first time; they were first heard 
in 1902, in the shape of counsel given 
to the Government as to what the in- 
evitable result would be if they persisted 
in introducing their system of areas far 
too large and so removing the local 
authority from close contact with the 
people. Everything that had been said 
by his hon. friend that day had been said 
before, by way of prophecy, and it had 
come true. In 1902 it was pointed 
out that if the county was made the 


local education authority it could not 


know in many cases what was going 
on in the county; and that the local 
education authority would be deprived 
of local knowledge. Now they heard 


that their time was taken up in dealing 


with trivial questions which ought to be 
left to the managers. But that must 
be so. If the managers were given such 
small powers they could not take the 
initiative, and if they were continually 
obliged to write letters on these trivial 
matters to the organising secretary they 
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might beamended, so little was finality 
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get the chance to do what they wished | secured, and thus, ever since, instead of 


to do. That was one of the real morals 
of the Act of 1902, and one of the reforms 
which would have to be introduced when 
they again dealt with education would be 
to give the local authority a more local 
character and so do away with one of 
the fatal faults of this unfortunate Act. 


Another point in which the Act had ful- 
filled their predictions was that compara- 
tively little had been done for secondary 
education. They had been told that the 
result of the Act would be that elementary 
and secondary education would be in 
the same hands, that they would work 
well together, and that much would 
be done in the way of secondary and 
technical instruction. | Comparatively 
little had been done. Far less had been 
done than the country needed. One of 
the most pressing needs of the country 
was secondary as well as_ technical 
instruction. That had proceeded with 
very slow steps, and the Board of Educa- 
tion was not able to do much to stimulate 
it because the rates were rising and 
elementary education was absolutely 
necessary. And while local authorities felt 
that they were obliged to spend so much 
on elementary education they were a 
little chary of dipping into the pockets 
of the ratepayers for secondary or 
technical instruction. 


What else had they learned from this Act ? 
A phrase used by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Prime Minister always haunted them. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said so 
many times that this was a great educa- 
tional reform that at last he had come to 
believe it so far as a Gentleman filled 
with philosophic doubt could believe 
anything. They were told that in future 
years this educational reform would 
take a high place in the achievements of 
the Government, but as a fact it had 
placed upon the local authorities a large 
amount of work the expense of which 
they were not able to bear. No one 
who knew London and other large cities 
would say that the work was better done 
now than by the old school boards. As 
regarded the controversial side, the ink 
of the Act was hardly dry before the 
highest prelates of the Church were 
inviting Nonconformists to meet them 


Mr. Bryce. 





discussing the question from the point of 
view of the improvement of educational 
methods, they had been obliged to 
continue the discussion sectarian 


of 


| grievances. 


Much had been heard about the difficul- 
ties in Wales, and the Committee would 
expect the hon. Baronet to try to prove 
that the Board had sailed with an even 
keel and had not made any requirements 
upon the educational authorities to 
carry out the law so far as their duties 
went without at the same time allowing 
them to see that the non-provided schools 
also carried out their obligations. In 
addition to the troubles in Wales there 
had been thousands of passive resisters 
in England, and the movement showed 
no signs of diminution. Great authorities 
in England, such as the county council 
in Yorkshire, were associating them- 
selves with the action of Wales, and 
declaring that they would go tothe extreme 
limit allowed by the law to restrict the 
mischievous results of the Act. That 
was the consequence of passing a law 
which was unwelcome to the Dissenters 
of England. The Government were 
warned as to the area they proposed to 
introduce, the probable loss of local 
interest, and the enormous additional 
expenditure that would be entailed, and 
all that had happened was the natural 
result of what was a rare occurrence 
in England, viz., the passing of a Bill 
against the obvious will and sentiment of 
the mass of the people. This was notably 
the case in Wales. Wales was unlike 
England in many respects, and in none 
more than in her passion for education 
and her willingness to spend money on 
educational purposes. Thus Wales was 
just a case in which a wise Government 
would have felt that it was undesirable 
to do anything that might check educa- 
tion or place the people in antagonism 
to the educational machinery. Common- 
sense men would have either passed a 
separate Bill for Wales or at any rate ex- 
empted Wales from the English measure, 
and so have saved themselves all the 
trouble which had now come upon the 
Government. He did not know that 
there had ever been a better example 
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of the danger of endeavouring to use a | 
majority against the dormant sentiment 
of the people. 


The great deficiency in the political 
character of the Prime Minister was 
not only that he had a disregard and 
almost a contempt for facts in the 
main, but that he seemed to think 
that when face to face with some 
strong popular conviction, all that was 
necessary was to pour scorn upon that 
conviction and proceed to treat it as 
though it were non-existent. What a 
good time the right hon. Gentleman 
would have had had he lived in the 
seventeenth century! What a valuable 
counsellor he would have been for Charles 
I. Strafford would not have been more 
successful in bringing about civil war 
than the First Lord of the Treasury. 
But unhappily all these misfortunes 
had fallen on the innocent head of 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education, who, he believed, 
had been the most unwilling agent 
in pushing through the later por- 
tions of the education scheme of the 
Government, and who would probably 
be only too glad to deal in a lenient 
spirit with the Welsh county councils 
if the Act permitted him to do so. He 
wished the hon. Baronet well out of the 
(ifficulties into which the Government 
had fallen. All would agree with the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Cambridge University that these troubles 
were only transient and would soon 
pass away. Welsh Members might take 
comfort in the fact that they would last 
no longer than the present Parliament. 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) : 
And some portion of the next Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. BRYCE said they might last for 
some portion of the next Parliament, 
but he hoped for no long portion. There 
was a general agreement that the present 
Act could not stand, and that one of the 
first duties of the new Parliament would 
be to endeavour to bring about that 
accord between popular sentiment and 
the law which ought always to exist. No | 
doubt there would be difficulties, but | 
none greater, he hoped, than the | 
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common-sense of the people would over- 
come. In this matter they relied with 
some confidence on the commonsense of 
the English people. He believed they 
desired to have some kind of religious 
instruction, todo no injustice to anyone’s 
convictions, and to have a share in the 
management of their own schools. With 
these simple principles before them, he 
did not despair of the new Parliament 
solving this tangled problem. Therefore, 
he trusted that they might look forward 
at no distant date to a cessation of the 
troubles by which they were now assailed 
from the sectarian side, and to the de- 


‘votion of the energies of the House to 


the bringing of the educational system 
into full and proper accord with the needs 
of the country. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that in one sense every Act of Parlia- 
ment dealing with great educational 
questions must be capable of amendment 
from time to time, but as regarded the 
main principles of the Act of 1902, he 
entirely differed from the view of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. He be- 
lieved not only that that Act was good 
and right in its inception as a great 
educational reform, but, considering many 
of the novel principles and ideas which 
were introduced, that it had on the whole 
worked exceedingly well, and had en- 
tirely realised the best hopes of its 
strongest supporters. He entirely denied 
that the Act, instead of  stimulat- 
ing, had deadened local interest in 
education. No Act of recent years had 
done so much to arouse local interest 
—in some cases amounting to friction— 
in educational questions. 


The account given by the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon of the friction which had 
arisen in Wales showed that the interest 
of the Welsh counties in educational ques- 
tions had been rendered not less, but more, 
acute by the Act of 1902. With reference 
to the speech of the hon. Member, he 
would only say that if he desired to pro- 
mote harmony in the working of the 
educational machinery he could not be 
congratulated on the methods he had 
adopted. But the speech had an en- 
tirely different object. The hon. Mem- 
ber had never disguised the fact that he 
wished to bring the Act of 1902 to an 
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end, and his speech to-night was per- 
fectly consistent with that attitude. 
It was not delivered from a desire to pro- 
mote educational efficiency, but to do 
what he could to make the Act work 
as badly as possible, in order that he | 
might obtain increased support in his 
attack on the educational policy of 
the Government. He was not blaming 
the hon. Member, but at all events | 





he should not talk about any desire to | 
promote harmony between local authori- 
ties and the Board of Education, as he | 
must know that the speech was designed | 
to produce the maximum amount of 
friction between the local and the central 
authorities, 


As to the working of the Act, while 
he held that the country area was 
the only possible area for educational 
efficiency, he agreed that it was always | 
lamentable when the managers did not 
take any efficient or effective interest in 
the schools with which they were con- 
nected. He agreed that at present local 
managers were not taking that local 
interest which under the Act one would 
have anticipated. He thought the reason 
—and he knew it was the reason in his 
county—was that the county council had 
attempted far too much to centralise its 
adininistration. It had attempted to 
interfere with the coal scuttle and all 
those minor matters which ought to be left 
to the managers, with the result that 
the managers, who probably under other 
conditions would be the best managers, 
said that they would not have their time 
taken up by these petty details being 
constantly referred to the central 
authority. Could that be dealt with 
under the Act ? He said it could. He 
disagreed that there was anything in the 
Act to prevent the formation of com- 
mittees. He thought committees ought 
to be formed in order to decentralise if 
necessary. If county councils took up a 
reasonable attitude and left these 
matters of minor detail and _ of 
merely local interest to the local 
managers, they would have the same 
local interest as formerly, supplemented 
by county stimulus, which was of great 
advantage, at least in agricultural dis- 
tricts, as regarded the pressing forward | 
of the great interests of educational , 
reform. So far from there being any | 


Mr. Cripps. 
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reason why under the Act there should 
be a lack of local stimulus, he said 
that if the Act were properly 
administered it brought that about 
to a greater extent than could ever 
have been done under the old conditions, 
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Everyone in the House surely disliked 
sectarian animosity, and especially any 


| political and sectarian animosity in con- 


The difference 
them—and he did not want 
to make any special charge against hon, 
Gentlemen opposite—was who promoted 
that sectarian animosity? Speaking on 


| behalf of the Church of England, he said 


that they had never taken any steps 


'which could properly be considered to 
be calculated to promote any sectarian 


animosity in the matter of elementary 
and national education. This sectarian 
difficulty never came to the front in local 
districts on educational matters ; it only 
came to the front when it was made the 
substratum of political friction, which 
ought to be kept outside of education 
altogether, but which did more than any 


_ other topic to interfere with what was the 


real interest to all, viz., the best treat- 
ment of the children of the country. The 
whole history of the case showed that 
sectarianism in religious education had 
been brought forward, and deliberately 
brought forward, for political purposes 
outside the real educational question 
altogether, 


Undoubtedly the great question as re- 
garded education in the future was the 
financial aspect, and that was very largely 
emphasised by what the right hon, 
Gentleman opposite had said. He said 
that about £19,000,000 a year was being 
spent at the present time for our public 
elementary education, and that of that 
£19,000,000 about £8,000,000 came from 
the rates. If £8,000,000 came from the 
rates, it meant roughly an average rate 
of between 9d. and 10d., because a penny 
on the rate produced rather over 
£1,800,000. Therefore, they had got, in 
addition to an enormous expenditure of 
£11,000,000 from the National Exchequer. 
no less a sum from the rates than some- 
thing like 93d. in the £. Why was that ? 
He considered it arose from two causes. 
First, as regarded a large number of 
educational matters, they had over- 
lapping authority ; they had power given, 
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for instance, to the inspector of the Board 
of Education, and they had power given 
to the inspector of local authority. They 
might have them making different and 
even inconsistent requirements as re- 
garded school buildings, and, if they 
were not to have absolute waste—and he 
thought there was an enormous amount 
of waste in our educational organisation— 
they must make each party duly respon- 
sible for particular portions of the educa- 
tional expenditure. Where the county 
authority was responsible it ought to 
have control; and where the Board of 
Education was responsible it ought to 
have control. While they had two 
bodies with overlapping authority they 
got no sense of responsibility whatever 
as regarded expenditure for educa- 
tional purposes in many directions, 
with the fatal result that at the 
present time a very large proportion 
of our educational expenditure was, he 
believed, being entirely and unfortunately 
wasted. 


It was not, however, only the way 
money was spent, but also the way 
in which money was raised; they had 
overlapping in the raising of money as 
well as overlapping in the spending of it, 
and what they must have sooner or later 
if they were not to be overwhelmed by 
expenditure on elementary education 
was the local rates supplying the local 
objects, and the central funds supplying 
those purposes under the control of the 
central Board. So long as they had 
money supplied by the central Board 
and controlled by the local authorities 
they must have waste, and, in the same 
way, so long as the localities had to 
provide expenditure in respect of 
matters of control by the Board 


certain to have waste, and it really must | 
be essential in some early reform of our 
educational expenditure to draw out. 
carefully what ought to be provided 
from the National Exchequer and what | 
ought to be provided locally. It must 
be separated, and what came from the | 
National Exchequer must be supervised | 
by the Board of Education much more | 
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| full responsibility for that expenditure. 


It was a most faulty system, and especially 
in our educational administration at the 
present time, to allow the Board of 
Education to put any kind of expendi- 
ture upon the ratepayers, the ratepayers 
not being liable to the Board or responsible 
or in touch with the Board. They there- 
fore had one body saying what was to be 
spent and another body finding the money. 
He said frankly that he despaired of any 
reform whatever until the matter was 
taken in hand and dealt with on 
principle from tep to bottom. They had 
no guarantee in the future that the 
expenditure might not be more oppre:sive 
than it had been in the past, and if 
they made it too oppressive they would 
create a reaction which would tell very 
heavily, perhaps for some peviod of 
time, against the whole education system 
of this country. Although they had 
speeches on general theory and general 
principle, if these speeches were not 
to have practical application they were 
of no use whatever. 


As to training colleges, was it conc-ive 
able that they could have any pioper 
system under present conditions? Could 
they have no proper solution of one of the 
great questions of education, namely, the 
proper supply of teachers? Of course 
it was a national matter, and nothing 
but a national matter, to provide an 
efficient body of teachers for our ele- 
mentary education system trained in 
proper colleges by the State. Until that 
was done he did not think it was any 
good for the representative of the Board 
of Education in that House to come down 
and give certain figures as to the increase 
of the training colleges. That was not 
going to the root of the matter at all. 


: ., | The difficulty was a financial one, and in 
of Education and in respect of which | y : 
they had no local control they were | 


order that the people should find the 
money they must convince them that 
the burden was placed on the right 
shoulders. Being a national burden the 
rates ought not to be called upon at all. 


| How could they expect one county to 


provide a college when the teacher 
trained there might be employed in 


| another county. 


He agreed entirely with what the hon. 


effectually than now, and what was| Baronet said in regard to higher elemen- 
provided locally must be supervised by | tary schools. He wished to emphasise it 
the local authority, which would have | because of its importance in agricultural 








proper system of secondary education. In 
the poorer rural districts it was extremely 
important that they should provide some 
system to take the place of the higher 
elementary schools. There was only one 
matter which he did not quite appreciate, 
and he wished an Answer on the point. 
Did the hon. Baronet mean that he would 
find himself in a position to have a 
greater number of these schools by 
reducing them to less efficiency than 
they were in at the present moment. 
He said he would alter the character of 
the schools. He gathered from that | 
that the hon. Baronet meant decreasing 
their efficiency. 





The only suggestion of economy made 
by the hon. Gentleman was one in 
which he entirely concurred, There 
could not be more wasteful expenditure 
than the providing of an expensive 
school system for children who were not | 
capable of profiting by that education 
owing to their very early age. He 
entirely concurred in the statement 
tbat children between three and five 
years of age ought not to go to the 
elementary schools at all. They were 
spending vast sums of money on the 
education of children between three and 
six years of age, and they were making 
them less efficient than if they had com- 
menced their education at the latter age. 
How long were they going to allow this 
to go on? This was not a theoretical | 
matter. How could anyone justify the | 
spending of money in order to cause | 
deterioration in the ultimate condition of | 
the people of this country? That was. 
what was stated on the face of the code. | 
It was not that they did no harm, but it | 
was that they did a great deal of harm, | 
and did it at a great deal of expense. | 
That was not only wasteful but de- | 
leterious, and it ought to be brought to | 
an end at the earliest possible moment. | 
Parents, they knew, liked to get rid of | 
the children at an early age, but if that | 
was so let criches be provided for the | 
children so that that they could have | 
places to play in, and that, when the | 
educational age did arrive, they might | 
be able to take advantage of the system | 
which the nation provided. How long | 
were they to talk theoretically, and | 
yet allow a matter of this kind to be a | 





Mr. Cripps. 
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districts where they could not have a| blot on our education system? In con- 
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nection with this change the hon. Baronet 
said there wasa saving of £850,000. He 
should have thought that the saving 
would have been very much greater, 
He was entirely against dealing with 
children at a time when it did more harm 
than good. He understood that it was hy 
saving on that expenditure that the hon, 
Baronet thought he might assist the 
necessitous districts. He did not believe 
that any substantial benefit would be 
given to the necessitous districts under 
the hon. Baronet’s scheme. He believed 
the remedy from that source would be 
absolutely fallacious with regard to the 
poorer necessitous districts which were at 
present so oppressed. Asto the working 
of the Act of 1902, he entirely differed 


'from the views expressed on the Oppo- 


sition side of the House. He believed 


the Act was working admirably. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he found himself in agreement with 
what was stated by the hor. and learned 
Gentleman who had just sat down in 
regard to the local financial burden in 
connection with education. That part 
ofthe general statement of the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary which had reference 


to the cost of education was by 
far the most important part of 
it. The burden of education at the 


present time represented a very acute 
problem, and it was becoming much mre 
acute. Unless they went very carefully 
indeed the burden was so heavy oa 
localities that they would create a 
dangerous reaction against education. 


What was the position before the 
passing of the Act of 1902, in regard 
to the question of local finance? There 
was no local rate at all in the case of 
eight county boroughs, in the case of 
about a fourth of the municipal boroughs 
and urban districts, and in about a 
third of the rural parishes. The mean rate 
in the places in which there were rates was 
12°2d in the £1 in England, and 13°5d. in 
Wales. The Act had revolutionised all 
that. All the hitherto non-rated areas 
now found that they had a rate for 
education imposed on them for the first 
time. In the administrative counties 
the result had been to equalise very 
largely the local burden for education, 
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because they brought under contribution 
areas Which had never contributed at all 
in the past. 
they had to pay 6d. or 74d. for an educa- 
tionrate all over the county, whereas 
before they only paid in a third of the 
county nothing at all, and in the other 
two-thirds from a half-penny to 2s, 6d. 
In the urban areas under the Act of 1902 
there had been a uniform increase in the 
charge for local education. That was 
acutely true, especially in the rapidly 
growing areas where there was a large 
industrial population and a low rateable 
value. In Kast Ham the rate immediately 
prior to the Act of 1902 was 17-8d. in 
the £1; it was now 34d.; in Edmonton it 
was 217d. before the Act, now it was 
36d.; in Halifax it was, before the Act, 
188d., nowit was 25d.; in Norwich it 
was, before the Act, 17°5d., now it was 
23d.; in Walthamstow it was, before 
the Act, 22°3d., now it was 29d.; in 
West Ham it was, before the Act, 
2874d. and now it was 35d. The 
direct effect on these industrial areas 
was enormously to incréase the rate. 
What was wanted was a_ thoroughly 
scientific inquiry into the incidence 
of the local burden on account of 
education. They wanted to ascertain 
the proper proportion which should 
be borne by the Imperial Exchequer 
and by the local ratepayers. What 
was wanted was that a largely increased 
proportion of the whole amount of the 
burden should be borne by the Im- 


perial Exchequer and less by the 
local authority. They wanted to bear 
in mind one vital factor in this 


scientific inquiry as to the cost of the 
burden of education, and that was as 
to the relationship between the proceeds 
from the rateable value and the number 
of the working class children to be edu- 
cated. 


Let him give a few examples of 
the wide diversity which existed at the 
present time. In the urban district of 
Beckenham the ld. in the £1 produced per 
child in average attendance 8s., while 
in Edmonton it produced only 1s. 6d. 
per child, and yet the system of giving 
Exchequer relief in these two areas was 
absolutely identical. Now, examine the 
education rate; at Beckenham 


They had equalised so that | 


it’ would be £400, 


was 3s, Take East Ham, 1d. in the 
£1 brought in Is. 10d. per child, and in 
Haling 7s. 9d. per child. The direct re- 
sult was that in East Ham the education 
rate was 2s. 10d. in the £1, and in Ealing 
7d. He would take two instances from 
the provinces. At Bcurnemouth 1d. in 
the £1 prcduced 7s. per child and the rate 
amounted to 4}d.; while at Gateshead 1d. 
in the £1 produced ls. 7d. per child and 
the rate was Is, 9d. It was on account 
of that great diversity that he asked that 
there should be a scientific, financial 
inquiry as to the incidence of the burden 
of the education rate, and the true 
proportion which ought to be borne by 
the Imperial Exchequer and the local 
authority. 


It was true that by way of imme- 
diate relief the children under five 
were to be excluded from the schools 
if the local authority desired it. He 
ent'rely disagreed with that suggestion, 
although he admitted there was a lot 
to be said on both sides, especially 
in relation to the slums of our great 
cities, unless due provision was made for 
municipal eréches. He contemplated 
with quite other than equanimity the 
putting out of these infants into the 
gutter or the alternative of their being 
burned to death in their own wretched 
homes, What he wanted was infant 
schools for the care of these poor children. 
If money was to be saved by this 
process, it should, of course, go to the 
necessitous areas. That was a difficult 
problem, no doubt, but it ought to be 
faced. Take the case of East Ham, 
which had been brought before the House 
already, when the Government did give, 
in some form or other, a pledge to miti- 
gate the enormous amount of the educa- 
tion rate in that borough. There they 
had got 2,000 children under five years 
of age; 3,000 between five and seven; 
and 16,000 over seven years of age. 
What were they going to do in that case ? 
East Ham would lose 17s. on the 2,000, 
which was equal to £1,700. But it cost 
more to educate these infants than the 
government grant realised. So if they 
were all turned out the generous estimate 
of the net gain on that loss, so to speak, 
Then they gained on 


amounted to 84d., and in Edmonton it the childien between five and seven years 
[, ) 
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of age at 7s. per child a total amount- 
ing to £1,0C0, and they gained on the 
16,00 children over seven years of age 
£1,600. That was at the very outside. 
The total gain then would be about 
£3,000. 

£3,000 a year in East Ham was 
really 13d. in the £ The East Ham 
rate at the present time was 34d., so that 
the relief the Government was offering 
East Ham would reduce their rate from 
34d. to 324d. The right hon. Baronet 
called it a very mild palliative ; he should 
call it something stronger. He wanted 
to hear what East Ham would say about 


it, and he hoped his hon. friend the. 


Member for North West Ham, who had 
taken a lively interest in this, would give 
them his views. He thought the right hon. 
Baronet might have excogitated some- 
thing better than this ; they had £80,000 
to play with, and they used it indis- 
criminately. Here was a sum _ which 
they were to use for the special purpose 
of assisting necessitous areas, and they 
took this little pittance and scattered 
it right and left everywhere. Why did 
they want to spend it in a 9d. agricultural 
area or a 43d. urban area when they had 
got areas where the rates reached 3s. ? 
All the sum ought to be spent exclusively 
and entirely upon those necessitous 
areas. He could well understand that 
East Ham, West Ham, Walthamstow, 
and Leytonstone would be angry with 
the Government, especially after the 
pledges they had received in the matter. 


There was one other matter with which 
he was bound to deal, and in connec- 
tion with which he personally had re- 
ceived some little disillusionment. When 
the Bill of 1902 was before the House 


he ventured to move, on October 28th, | 


an Amendment that it should not be law- 
ful for any body of managers to make 
it a condition of appointment in the case 


of any teacher that the said teacher 
should undertake to perform or to 
abstain from performing any duties 


outside the ordinary school hours or 
unconnected with the ordinary work of 
the school. He did not desire that a 
teacher who consented and wished to play 
the organ and conduct the choir should 
not be at liberty to do so, but he desired 
that it should not be made a condition 
of his employment. The Committee, he 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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| thought he might fairly say, was on 
October 28th, 1902, entirely with him. 
The House agreed that his proposition 
was a fair one, but it was pointed out to 
him that it was undesirable to put it in 
_the Bill, and he agreed that perhaps that 


/was the right view. The Parliamentary 


Secretary and the Prime Minister under- 
took that the matter should be dealt 
with in the Education Code, and there- 
after the following was put in the Code 
and was there now— 


“The teacher should not be required to 
perform any duties except such as are connected 


| with the work of the school or to abstain outside 


the school hours from any occupations which 
do not interfere with the due performance of 
his duties as teacher of a public elementary 
school.” 


He was profoundly disappointed and 
even disgusted with the serious breach 
of faith, as he thought, on the part of 
the Department and the Parliamentary 
Secretary in regard to the non-fulfilment 
of the pledge set out in the Code that the 
teacher should be free to take or leave 
those duties as seemed desirable to him, 
It was really a breach of faith with 
the House of Commons. He had called 
the attention of the Parliamentary 
Secretary to a letter from the Rev. 
James Payton, of Hopton Wafers Church 
School, Cleobury Mortimer, of February, 
9th, 1904. It was to a teacher applying 
for a post, and the following was an 
extract from it— 

“* Your application is being considered by the 
managers. In regard to music, may I ask if 
you know anything of the organ. ‘The present 
master has played ours, and for that, and looking 
after the lamps, receives a small annual pay- 
ment of about £4. This would be open to his 
successor, Of course this is a private matter 
and is no condition of the appointment.” 


It was all very well tosay that, but the 


|applicant would say that, if it was 
‘essential and he could not do it, he 


would not get the post. He had put a 
Question to the Parliamentary Secretary 
and the following was his Answer— 


“T have seen the contents of the letter to 
which the hon. Member refers; it is a letter 
of inquiry addressed by one of six managers 
to a candidate for a teacher’s place, as to whether 
he can play the organ, and contains some 
information as to work done by the retiring 
teacher outside the duties of his post. There 
is nothing in the letter to suggest that the under- 
taking of this work was a condition of appoint- 
ment—indeed, the exact contrary was stated— 
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or that the manager who wrote the letter ad- 
dressed this inquiry on behalf of his five col- 
leagues.” 

‘The Parliamentary Secretary was too 
simple for this world, or he would have 
known that that reply was a distinct 
encouragement to managers to put those 
conditions in. That reply was followed 
immediately by all sorts of other ad- 
vertisements of a similar kind. He 
would read one or two examples— 

‘«« East Stoke School, Dorset. —Wanted Head 
Mistress at Christmas for Church school, one 
who could play the organ sometimes preferred.” 

He would take Oxford next— 


“ Stratton, Audley, Bicester, Oxon.—Wanted 
the Head Teacher, or a member of his family, to 
undertake the duties of organist in Parish 
Church on separate terms.” 

Let him take Devonshire— 

“ Wanted, Headmaster; harmonium, Church, 
extra. Choral service.” 

He would go to North Riding. There 
there was a gentleman, Mr. Chambers, 
of Brompton Vicarage, Yorkshire, who 
wrote— 

“T have to thank you for your application. 
We should give preference to any candidate both 
able and willing to give their help on Sunday 
with a small organ in church, and to teach the 
choir (mostly the day-school boys) hymns, etc. 
It is my unpleasant duty to say that we have 
one or two applicants who seem likely to suit 
us, and who are both able and willing to take 
the organ.” 

He enclosed a circular and he said it was 
prepared for candidates for the curacy, 
and— 

“ Will give you an idea whether you will be 
able to co-operate loyally with me. 
think not, vou had much better say so at once. 
We bave no use for a bigot or a Protestant.” 

He would take another case from Wilt- 
shire, viz., Stapleford— 

“If applying, please send the following 
particulars with your application form: Are 
you a communicant of the Church of England ? 
Musical—able to play any instrument? If 
appointed, can you assist in the Sunday school ? 
[ hold two parishes, and the teachers in each 
take the Sunday school duties. The locality 
is healthy. Water supply good.” 


This great Act, which he believed would 
put a stop to all this, had been used in 
such a way as practically to continue these 
applications, and he was a little ashamed 
that the Parliamentary Secretary, in 


view of his pledges to the House, had not | 


put his foot down more strongly and 
stated that these things should not be 


VOL, CL, [Fourrn Sertes.] 


If you | 


Deyts. Estimates, 1905-6. 1246 


done, and that the school should be 
struck off the grant list if thev were done. 
The point he was making was that the 
Department had not done what it 
ought to have done. He thought they 
had agreed to pay the teachers for teaching 
and thatif they wished to have their Sun- 
days to themselves the Board of Educa- 
tion could secure that. But the Board 
did not seem to have done much in that 
direction. He had been simple enough 
when the Act was in Committee to trust 
to the hon. Baronet’s promises that these 
things should be put in the Code, when he 
should have insisted on having them in 
the Act itself and not have trusted to 
the subterranean methods of the Depart- 
ment. He hoped the Committee would 
insist that the Parliamentary Secretary 
should assure them that he would 
be more firm in the future than 
he had been in the past in insisting 
on the spirit as well as the letter 
of the law, and that he would give 
the teachers the freedom to do what 
they pleased in their private time. 


*Str FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
he altogether agreed with the remarks 
made by previous speakers as to the 
enormous expense of elementary educa- 
tion. The sum expended had been 
arrived at, not by policy, nor by fore- 
sight, but by a series otaccidents. Differ- 
ent changes had been made in the Code 
with the desire of extending and im- 
proving education, and the expenditure 
had been in favour not of economy but 
extravagance. While any sum spent on 
elementary education beyond the amount 
necessary was tetlly mischievous, se- 
condary education was being starved, and 
nothing better could be done for education 
than to transfer a considerable sum from 
elementary to secondary education. The 
stipends of the highly qualified gentlemen 
who were now taking part in the instruc- 
tion in secondary schools were suchas to 
be most injurious to those institutions. 
These young men who had distinguished 
themselves at college, and taken high 
degrees, received a salary quite unequal 
to their deserts, and their prospects for 
the future were not such as anyone 
could desire. 


The right, hon. Member had spoken 
of the Act of 1902 as having broken 


2 T 
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down owing to the size of the ‘areas. { Leeds or of Manchester the student had 
He himself could see no reason whatever | not only to learn his business as a 


why power should not have been given 
to sub-divide some of the large areas. 


The area of the West Riding of Yorkshire | 
duties to perform. The same difficuity 


was no doubt enormous, and the diffi- 
culty in dealing with that vast area was 
increased by the fact that it was not 
uniform. It was broken territory, and 
it was interfered with by county 
boroughs which had powers of their own 
quite independent of the local authority. 
But a large area was not necessarily 
unworkable, because in the adjoining 
county ofeLancashire they had a similar 
area in which there was no discord; 
where there was entire union and com- 
plete harmony. This arose not from 
the constitution of the district but from 
the temper and tone of the population. 
He concurred with what had _ been 
said by several Members who had _ pre- 
ceded him as to undue centralisation. 
He believed that decentralisation was 
necessary, because the central authority 
was overburdened with a multiplicity 
of detail with which it was unable to 
deal, and, on the other hand, the managers 
had not that freedom of action which was 
absolutely necessary for the sake of the 
schools themselves. Managers on the 
spot knew much better than people at a 
distance what were the real needs of a 
school, and if they had to confine their 
energies to filling up forms, analysing 
abstracts, and producing reports, they 
might cease to take that interest in the 
local school which was essential if that 
school was to form a valuable edu- 
cational centre. 


The question of the training of 
teachers could not remain in its present 
position. When the time came for 
dealing with the colleges, regard would 
have to be had to those in existence; 
to secularise colleges which had 
been erected by different religious de- 
nominations would be anact of injustice, 
and would inflict an injury upon the 
cause, not only of religious education, 
but of education generally. Any such 
attempt would lead to bit.erness and 
controversy, and could not fail to be 
most prejudicial to the ca.se of edu- 
catiop. One difficulty was in connection 
with the training in day-training colleges. 


In such colleges as the University of 


Sir Francis Powell. 


_teacher, but also to pursue the general 
branches of literature and science taught 


at the college, thus having double 
had been experienced abroad. He 
heartily welcomed the changes in the 
Code this year with reference to the 
training of teachers. One ofthe greatest 
difficulties in connection with the sub- 
ject was the wastage of teacliers, 
Teachers were educated at vast expense, 
and then after a few years they 
frequently left the profession and took 
up other careers, which was hardly in 
accordance with the promises they had 
given. Another great difficulty was the 
uncertainty that existed as to the scene 
of their future activities, Yorkshire or 
Lancashire could hardly be expected to 
found magnificent and liberally-equipped 
institutions when they had no guarantee 
that the students trained therein would 
remain in their respective counties, 
That was the fatal objection to the 
system of purely provincial colleges. He 
believed that the only method of dealing 
with the problem was by making the 
training of teachersa national charge and 
placing the training colleges under 
national management. The  pupil- 
teacher difficulty, which was intimately 
connected with the training of teachers, 
would, he believed, tend to become even 
more acute in future years, as there was 
an increasing reluctance on the part 
of many young men to become pupil- 
teachers. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [LORDS]. 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed on 
Consideration of the Bill, as amended 
[27th July]. 
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Which Amendment was— |carry on, on the one hand, special 
‘{n page 14, line 1, to leave out to the end | training, and on the other they 

4 schedule (Tralee and Fenit Pier and Harbour | had to have regard to the geueral cul- 
Order.) —(Mr. Butcher.) ture of the teacher, as without technical 
: , ee | knowledge he would fail in teaching, and 
Question again proposed, “That the | \ithout tse information and pa i 
words proposed to be left out to the/}. \ould fail no less lamentably from 
word ‘time a 16, line 6, stand), different cause. As regards general 
part of the Bill. ‘culture, the attention of educationists 
| would no doubt from time to time have 
'to be turned to that difficult problem. 


: : ; | He was not certain that some of those 
Bill to be read the third time To- | engaged in training colleges did not 


Question put, and negatived. 


Ree, | 

morrow. | exaggerate the importance of technical 
aati | training. 
| . - ° . 

SUPPLY [18ru AtLorrep Day]. | Coming to the question of children 
(‘onsidered in Committee. |under the age of five years, he said 
'that historically the addition to the 
(In the Committee.) | schools for the accommodation of children 


| under five years of age was not voluntary 

[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R.. | on the part of the localities but forced 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] /upon them by successive Governments. 
| This was one of those questions in which 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE-j|the Administration would have done 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1915-6. wisely to pay attention to local opinion 
Crass LV. rather than their own views. In dealing 

Motion made, and Question proposed, with this question of infants between the 
“That 4 sum, not exceeding £5,652,548, 28e> Ot three and five years, they were 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete Confronted with two facts which could 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge | 2° be ignored. Thechildren were there, 
which will come in course of payment {| 22d the schools were there, and it would 
during the vear ending on the 31st day of | be quite impossible to leave these young 
March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses | CTeatures on the streets to take their 
of the Board of Education and of the Chance. Whether the institution was 
various Establishments connected there- | Called a creche, a nursery, or a school, 
with, including sundry Grants in Aid.” these institutions must exist. The 
e ' children must receive due attention, and 
expense must be devoted to their wel- 
fare. He believed from many visits he 
'had paid to schools that many of these 
_baby rooms were nothing more than 
‘nurseries. Upon the last occasion he 
visited such a department he asked 
the teacher what they did, and her 
|answer was “we mostly play.” That 
| was, he believed, a literally true and accur- 
|ate account of what took place in these 
+ take tate alin ee Coie: baby rooms. It wasimportant that great 
ae, Slab te SAE tem oak attention should be paid to the health 
all felt great satisfaction at the, of these young reg but the Com- 
lek thai thas tee “eek he bee mittee must not be oblivious to the fact 
arduous end that their prospects that these babies had mental faculties 
were more hopeful. They had ha q | Which might — — more 
exactly the same difficulty with regard age Sl: “aR REE 
to the pupil-teachers as that which} He congratulated the Government on 
had occurred in the case of the|the simplicity of the new Code. All 
day-training colleges. They had to|the parents had an interest in the 


2T 2 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL, continuing 
h's speech, said when the Committee 
adjourned he was dealing with the ques- 
tion of the pupil-teachers. When he read 
the words ‘“ pupil-teachers” in his notes 
he was reminded of the warm sympathy 
with which his old friend Mr. Forster 
regarded these boys and girls, and 
how he had always looked forward 
to the time when they would enter 
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Code adopted in the elementary schools, 
and 
of the Code that everybody could 
understand what it contained, and 
would know what was going on as 
regarded the children. The system of 
endowed schools had undergone a great 
change in the last few years. The en- 
dowed schools were now regarded as part 
of the great educational system of the 


such was now the composition | 
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'secured by such a system. 
/one result of the Act of 1902 had been 





Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 


1252 


of the country, but he could not 
see any hope of a solution of the 
educational problem if they were to 
restrict themselves to a system of 
secular education. He was perfectly 
convinced that secular education was 
odious to the mind of this country, and 
that peace and harmony would never be 
He believed 


to create in the country a wider and more 


intelligent interest in education, and that 


country and no longer treated as 
separate compartments. This was 
a subject on which the Government 
must congratulate themselves. By | 
the present action of the Board 


in years to come the citizens of this 
country would enter on their various 


duties with minds much better prepared 


of Education as regards these schools | 


they were between two forces. 


the one hand, 


On 
they had those who | 


desired technical education and on the | 
other those who confined their attention, | 


perhaps unduly, to the classical side 
of education. The education of this 
country ought to embrace both. The 


mere classical scholar was apt to become a | 


narrow pedant, as was also the mere man 
of science. What was 
combination of both sides. 


He rejoiced in the new rules 
respecting buildings; they were more 
elastic than formerly and 
were more to the 
education. He believed that 
they had had regard to the proper amount 
of cubic space and the sanitary conditions 
and ventilation generally they had 
reached the end of their necessities and 
that when they went beyond that 
they injured the cause they were 
desirous of promoting and wasted money. 


He believed that solid progress was 
being made under the Act, although there 
were some who did not regard the opera- 
tion of the Act as he did. But each 
must be guided by his own experience, 
and his experience had been a happy one. 
No doubt there were difficulties and 
struggles and antagonism, but he believed 
those difficulties would pass away and 
that the more interested people were in 
the progress of education the less inclined 
they would be to enter into 


than those of their predecessors. They 
would be better acquainted with the 
noble literature of their own tongue, and 
would be more familiar than at present 
with the history of that land of which 
they ought to be proud to be citizens. 
He believed that in the future all difficul- 
ties would be removed and this very per- 
plexing problem solved. Of course they 


‘could not foretell the future, but he felt 


desired was a 


they | 
advantage of | 
when | 


those | 


quarrels, some of which were so trifling | 


that it 


was diflicult—except to a | 


heated imagination — to recognise their | 


existence. 


able to concentrate their whole atten- 
tion on the education of the people 


Sir Francis Powell, 


He hoped they would be. 


sanguine in regard to it; and of this he 
was perfectly certain, that peace would 
never come upon the educational world 
by the abolition of an Act of Parliament 
or by the fall of one Government. 


Sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said that if the hon. Baronet 
who had just sat down felt any diffi- 
culty with regard to the future of the 
training colleges in reference to religion 
he would recommend him to take 
a leaf out of the book of Wales. In 
Wales they had no difficulty with regard 
to that question. They had settled it, 
and settled it in a_ way _ that 
was entirely satisfactory to all. 
They had been denounced as _ reckless 
agitators and as having but one object 
in life, which was to excite their 
fellow-countrymen into rebellion. It 
might be news to some of the supporters 
of the Government to be told that, speak- 
ing for colleagues with whom he was 
associated, he could say that for the past 
two years they had been the restraining 
force that had kept several Welsh 
counties from open revolt. Also it was 
but scant justice to say that his hon. 
friend the Member for the Carnarvon 
Boroughs had done all in his power to 
find some means to bridge over the gulf 
that now divided the friends of provided 
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and non-provided schools. In fact, they 
at one time thought he had succeeded, 
aid he would have done, had the other 
sishops and clergy been as wise in their 
generation as the prelate of St. Asaph. 
So anxious was the Member for Carnarvon 
to meet the scruples of Churchmen that 
he was prepared to go further in that 
direction than the majority of Free 
Churchmen desired. Though he himself 
vould not have volunteered to offer tie 
‘erms presented by his hon. friend, yet he 
would have had no hesitation in affirming 
that so wishful were the Nonconformists 
of Wales to terminate the strife that they 
vould have faithfully and loyally carried 
out the St. Asaph concordat. But as 
those terms were rejected by the other 
xishops and clergy he was now qui e 
cettain that if approached by these 
gentlemen who refused the concordat 
to come to terms on the basis of the 
draft agreement the Free Churchmen 
of Wales would refuse even to discuss the 
question. The Church people had lost a 
golden opportunity, one that would never 
recur again, and it was only fair tosay that 
the great majority of Nonconformists 
were not sorry that such was the case. But 
let it not be forgotten, in all the bitterness ; 
that might yet arise, that the friends of 
sectarian education were given the 
opportunity of securing a system of 
religious instruction which was approved 
vy the ablest leader of the Church in 
Wales, and that they had not the good 
sense to take advantage of the Con- 
cession, 


The Government were warned time 
after time what would be the re- 
sult of that measure, a piece of legis- 
lation enacted in defiance of the 
expressed disapprobation of the people. 
He had  no_ hesitation in saying 
that no measure enacted in face 
of so much opposition ever received 
more lenient treatment than the Educa- 
tion Act of 1902. If they wanted proof 
of that they had it in the statesman- 
like letter of Mr. Mansel Franklyn to the 
Board of Education. That document 
showed how anxious the county council 
of Glamorgan were to give managers of 
non-provided schools ample time to 
comply withthe requirements of sanitary 
regulations. It alsoshowed the partiality 
of the Board of Education in encouraging 


non-provided schools to evade the require- 
ments of the county surveyor. Indeed, 
if the Board of Education were as anxious 
to smooth the path of the Act as they had 
been to pile up obstacles and difficulties, 
even the Act as it stood might have been 
workable. Whether it was the wish of 
the Board that such should be the cas 
it was not for him to say, but if we were 
to judge by the action of the Board, the 
last thing they desired was the peaceful 
and satisfactory administration of the 
Act in the Welshcounties. They especi- 
ally desired to draw the attention of 
English Members to the demeanour of 
Mr. Mansel Franklyn, for in him they 
would see how a gentleman in a per- 
fectly independent position, who was 
neither a Nonconformist nor, he believed, 
a Liberal in politics, viewed the question. 
When the history of this great strife wes 
written, his name would be placed among 
the most highly honoured, as one of the 
boldest and bravest champions of freedom 
of conscience. They had been blamed 
for not advising county councils to put 
the non-provided schools upon the rates. 
Had those who advocated such a policy 
seriously thought what would be the 
result of such a policy ? It would result 
in making four-fifths of the Welsh people 
passive resisters. Surely they did not 
wish the Liberal councillors to stultify 
themselves and their friends and become 
self-made revolters ? No, it had been their 
wish and ardent desire if possible to re- 
press and not to incite strife. They again 


| said that it was in the power of the Board 


of Education to so adjust matters as to 
make it possible to proceed without 
coming to a dead-lock. If that were the 
desire of the Board of Education then they 
might reckon upon the Welsh Members 
as their allies. But if they were deter- 
mined to make the Act as odious and 
distasteful as possible to the Welsh they 
would find that Welsh Members would not 
desert their friends but would be with 
them in fighting the battle of the 
people. He begged to move a reduction 
of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,652,448, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Sir 
Alfred Thomas.) 


, 
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Lieut.-CoLoneL PRYCE - JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs) claimed the in- 
dulgence of the Committee to reply to 
some of the points raised by the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon. He wished to 
compliment the hon. Member upon his 
brilliancy in debate and upon possessing a 
soft and persuasive voice, and he was only 
sorry that upon this occasion the hon. 
Member was not advocating a cause more 
worthy of his great abilities. He could 
not help thinking that the hon. Member 
had forgotten that at the present moment 
there was a Government in power which 
believed in retaliation. Why should the 
Roard of Education, who represented the 
Government, not exercise full control 
over the grants given by the Govern- 
ment ? Surely they were entrusted with 
full powers in regard to the money 
devoted to educational purposes in all 
parts of the country. Two-thirds of the 
money for elementary education came 
from the National Exchequer, and it was 
only right that the Board of Education 
should have full control over that money. 
Did the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
believe in using his influence to administer 
the Act properly? He challenged him 
on that point. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Of course I 
am in favour of administering the Act 
properly, but my notion of what is proper 
may not be the same as that of the 
hon. and gallant Member. 


Lieut. - Cotoxen PRYCE - JONES 
said that the non-payment of the 
salaries of the teachers when they were 
due was a deliberate evasion of the 
law and a defiance of that House; it was 
a defiance of the Act of Parliament passed 
in the vear 1902 for the improvement of 
education all over the country, and yet 
by adopting the course they had done 
the Welsh county councils were now 
breaking and had actually roken their 
own coitracts with the school teachers in 
order to further some end which he was 
quite at a loss to understand. In 


Montgomeryshire the Act had not been 
administered as it ought to have been. 
It might interest the Committee to know 
what had been done in that county. 
The education authority there consisted 
of the whole of the members of the 
county council, including the aldermen, 
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nine-tenths of whom were gentlemen 
who voted according to the orders 
of the Party of which the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon was the distinguished 
leader; and besides these there were 
some twenty co-opted members and 
most of these also acted under the same 
orders as the members of the county 
council; so that the minority were 
always out-voted and their position was 
not an enviable one, The minority had 
loyally abided by the Act, and they had 
always supported the majority whenever 
they believed that they were acting in 
the ipterests of education, and they had 
never retaliated in any way. ‘The 
majority had appointed a number of 
clerks and sub-clerks to fill the differ- 
ent positions under the education 
authority, as the fruit of their victory, 
and it was extremely hard for the 
minority to find that they had been 
treated in the way they had been. 
Some of the most capable educa- 
tionists in the county weze numbered 
amongst the minority. Only a few weeks 
ago this authority decided that they 
would not pay the teachers’ salaries 
although the minority loudly protested 
against that course being taken, 


The hon, Member for Carnarvon had 
stated that the Act would come to an end 
when the present Government gave up 


office. The same thing was said by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite about — the 


Agricultural Rating Act, but it had been 
renewed several times since — that 
prediction was made, and he ventured to 
say that the Education Act would 
continue in force even after His Majesty’s 
Government had ceased to exist and had 
given way to a Government which 
might be better but would probably be 
much worse than the present Govern- 
ment. [An Hon. MemBer: That is 
impossible.] What chance was there 
of the Education Act being amended in 
the direction which extreme Noncon- 
formists desired, whatever Government 
or whatever Party were in power 
What chance was there of any Party 
altering the main principles of the Act 
of 19022 That Act was passed by the 
very large majority of 237, and even the 
Defaulting Act passed subsequently did 
not cause a single Member of the Front 
Opposition Bench to speak in opposition 
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to it- The provision made inthe Act was 
the only way in which they could have de- 
nominational schools, and, while people 
insisted upon denom national teaching, 
such accommodation would have to be 
provided. As the right hon. Gentleman 
the late Home Secretary (Mr. Asquith) 
said on the Second Reading of the 1902 
Act— 

“Tf the denominational schools are taken 
over, denominational teaching must go on.”’ 


How were hon. Members on the opposite 
side to get over that stile ? 


The hon. Member for Carnarvon had 
complained that the Education Act 
threw the management of education too 
much into the hands of officials, but 
in his own county the Party opposite 
were themselves to blame for this state 
of things. because instead of allowing 
the old voluntiry managers to remain 
as in the past, the friends of hon, 
Members opposite insisted upon appoint- 
ing district committees in a small 
county and appointing clerks at good 
silaries, thus burdening the ratepayers 
with unnecessary expense. The charges 
made by the hon. Member against the 
alministration of the Education Act 
dd not appear to him to be 
founded. He did not think that the 
Nonuconformists would be any better off 
after'a settlement of this question by 
tle Party that may be returned at the 
next election, and he was as anxious 
as anvone that they should have 
a compromise now which would meet 
he views of moderate men of all sides. 
He only wished that the faddists and 
extremists on both sides would leave this 
question to others to settle inan amicable 
spirit. He was extremely obliged to the 
Committee for the patient hearing they 
had given him, and he hoped hon. Mem- 
bers would again show their determina- 
tim to back up law and order and 
support the Board of Education in their 


efiorts to act fairly and justly to all | 


schools, whether voluntary schools or 
Board schools. 


*Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston) said he had listened to the | 


remarks of the hon. and gallant Member 
opposite with interest, and he welcomed | 


hs statement that in his own county | 


well | 


and in the Principality generally he 
would like moderate counsels to prevail 
on both sides It ought, however, to be 
remembered that the present great 
| difficulty had not be2n brought about 
/by hon, Members sitting on the 
| Opposition side, but was due to the 
fact that they felt very keenly the extra 
| burden and the injustice of the Act of 
| 1902. He sincerely hoped that the 
| moderate friends of the hon. and gillant 
Gentleman opposite would find soine 
; means of reducing that burden and 
‘le sening that injustice in order to bring 
_about a condition of affairs which would 
| be more conducive to the welfare of 
| education in the Principality. 


The hon. Baronet who introduced this 
| Vote referred to the general work which 
‘had been done under the Act of 1902, 
/and, among other things he referred to 
the increased inspectorate which he had 
initiated for the purpose of inspecting 
schools throughout thecountry. He had 
'made out that there had been a con- 
| siderable increase in that inspectorate, 
and they all knew from the figures which 
had been given that the Education Act 
of 1902 had been a most expensive piece 
of legislation. The Act had been brought 
in mainly for the purpose of saving 
the voluntary schools, and in carrying 





jout that object a huge burden 
ihad been placed upon the rate- 
|payers throughout the Principality 
and throughout England, and the 


result had been also to add vastly to the 
expenses of the Imperial Exchequer. 
Therefore, from that point of view the 
| Act of 1902 stood condemned. That fact 
alone was sufficient to condemn the Act, 
and it would require all the ingenuity of 
the successors of the present Government 
'to keep the expenditure within due 
limits, and at the same time maintain 
the efficiency of education. They could 
not have a better illustration of the 
increased expenditure which had been 
brought about than this enormous in- 
crea:e in the inspectorate in addition to 
the increase in local expenditure upon 
officials. 


| *Str WILLIAM ANSON: I may say 
| that I announced with some satisfaction 
that it would not be necessary for us to 
ask for any additional money. 
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*Srr WALTER FOSTER said they 
had been looking forward to a re- 
duction of the burdens thrown upon 
local authorities, and now they had had 
additional burdens thrown upon them. 
With regard to the inspection of the 
schools, where one or two inspectors 
were considered sufficient in the past 
under the present system sometimes four 
inspectors visited the same locality to 
study the schools, and that must add 


considerably to the burdens thrown 
upon the Imperial Exchequer. The hon. 


Baronet had also referred to female 
inspectors. That was a very good 
step, but he did not think it had been 
carried out to any large extent. 


The right hon, Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University had pointed 
out that it was essential for the proper 
administration of the schools, and for 
other reasons, that there should be some 
attempt made either locally or Impe- 
rially to obtain medical inspection of 
the scholars. He was afraid that that 
idea had net been advancing lately 
under the new Act. Before this Act 
came into existence there was in various 
parts of the country a tendency to 
give medical officers charge of schools 
for the purpose of inspection, and that 
was a very salutary step because it aimed 
at looking after the general well-being 
of the schools and the scholars. In 
some parts of the country that ten- 
dency had been checked under the 
new Act. He thought there was not 
the sanie tendency to appoint medical 
officers for schools as there was formerly. 
He hoped the hon. Baronet would in his 
official capacity encourage the movement. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University rather pro- 
phesied too much when he said that by 
this means they could stamp out tuber- 
culosis; still they might do much to 
mitigate the spread of that disease by 
proper medical inspection. 


As to the great question of race 
deterioration, the only way in which 
they could find out the true position 
in which the population stood would 
be by the study scientifically of the 
whole of the school population of 
the United Kingdom. If there were 


attached to the various schools under 
that Act a system of inspection by medi- 
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cal officers, a collection of vital statistics 
would be gradually built up which would 
show the actual condition of our growing 
population. If they only took the statis- 
tics of recruiting for the Army, they 
would think that the deterioration was 
very great, but, on the other hand, scien- 
tific bodies which had expressed an 
opinion on this point said that the evi- 
dence was not sufficient to justify many of 
the alarming statements made as to race 
deterioration in this country. That 
question could only be settled satisfac- 
torily by a study of the growing popula- 
tion, and if they had a system similar to 
that which existed in Prussia and some 
other countries for the medical inspection 
of children when they came to school, 
and once a year during the period of 
their school life, they would obtain infor- 
mation which would be invaluable for 
social as well as for scientific purposes, 
and would once and for all justily 
or destroy the statements about race 
dete: ioration. 


When they came to deal with the 
greater question as to how they 
should treat the very poorest of the 
population who came to school under 
conditions which rendered them unable 
to benefit by the instruction provided, 
medical inspection would enable them to 
Separate those children and see that they 
were properly fed. The question of 
feeding children was one of the greatest 
difficulties they had toface. There were 
on the one side serious social considera- 
tions, and on the other side they had to 
consider the irreparable mischief which 
might be done to the growing population. 
He believed that the only way to solve 
the question was by systematic medical 
inspection such as existed on the Con- 
tinent. He believed scores of men might 
be obtained for a small honorarium who 
would be at the call of the headmaster 
or headmistress for the purpose of re- 
porting on the health of the children. 
In that way they would save ten 
times the amount which the inspec- 
tion would cost by preventing the 
occurrence of epidemics. What happened 
now? A child was sent to school in 
accordance with the compulsion placed 
on the parent. The child had a little 
sore throat which was looked upon as a 
trivial matter and yet it might be the 
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origin of a diphtheritic trouble which 
might cause the school to be shut up 
and hundreds of pounds lost to the rate- 
payers. Careful supervision of children 
in the early stages of disease would 
prevent many schools being closed 


from epidemics and many young per- | 


sons being lost to the country, and 
sorrow would be prevented in many a 
humble heme. In various parts of the 
northern districts of Scotland schools 
had frequently to close on account of 
the outbreak of disease. If the Secretary 
to the Board of Education would give 
heed to the observations of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University he would take a step forward 


which would be fraught with great good, | 


not only to the educational efficiency of 
the country, but also to the health and 
well-being of the scholars. 


He congratulated 
Gentlemaa on the syllabus which had 
been issued dealing with the sub- 
ject of hygiene. He was glad that 
his hon. friends the Members for London 
University and for Rye had assisted 
in the preparation of the syllabus. 


The great feature of such a syllabus should | 


be simplicity. Some of the books of 
this kind dealt far too elaborately with 
certain controversial subjects. 
not think that classes on hygiene were 
likely to do all that some expected. He 
thought that a wise teacher, properly 
taught himself, could convey in simple 


language the principles of the laws by | 


which people should live and maintain 
their health, and could thus render much 
more efficient service than could be 
obtained by having a regular system of 
instruction in classes for young people. 


He would ask the right hon. Gentleman | 


to pause a little before he proceeded too 


far in excluding the younger children | 


irom the schools. He himself did not 
Wish young children taught much urder 
five years of age, but if infant schools 
were to be done away with they should, 
in the interest of the poor, find some 


substitute, in order that the children | 


might be properly disciplined and 
nourished. Some kind of kindergarten 
and créche would be an ideal system for 
the treatment of young children who 


could not be looked after at home. He | 
was glad that the right hon. Gentleman | 


was taking steps in that direction. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
proceed cautiously and not inflict a 
hardship on poor people who had hitherto 
availed themselves of the infant schools. 





the right hon. | 


He did | 


| Str CARNE RASCH (E~sex, Chelms: 
|ford) said that he was not personally 
enthusiastic on the subject of education 
in rural districts, and he was delighted 
'and rather surprised to hear the right 
'hon. Member for Aberdeen denounce the 
extraordinary and frightful expense of 
education in those districts. The right 
| hon. Gentleman was an expert on the 
subject, and he was sure that the Com- 
mittee would take his words to heart. 
He welcomed the right hon. Gentleman 
as a robust and most useful recruit, and 
| he regretted that he had not found salva- 
tion when the Bill was introduced three 
years ago, and that he did not vote 
against It on every occasion, as he had 
done himself. He thought the hon. and 
learned Member for the Stretford Division 
was right when he said that if the Edu- 
cation Department were not careful of 
what they were about there would be a 
reaction. If the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man would go to the eastern counties he 
would find a considerable reaction already. 
What they complained of was the extra- 
ordinary expense of education to the 
country. It was £19,000,000, and what 
had they to show for it? There was 
something to show for the money which 
was spent on the Navy and Army, but 
the only asset they had got in the 
case of education was the hon. Member 
for Oxford University, who sat on the 
| Front Bench. That was all very well, 
| but it did not do much good when 
'they came to pay their rates. What 
they wanted to do in rural districts was 
to put the whole of the education rate 
on the shoulders of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. He could not understand 
| why people in the agricultural districts 
should pav for education by direct taxa- 
_ tion, and he protested with all the force 
'of which he was capable against the 
ruinous charges which were put upon 
them simply to carry out the wishes of 
'faddists or fanatics who thought about 
nothing but education, and who were only 
too glad if they could make the cost as 
much as possible. He regretted that he 
would not be able to support the Amend- 
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ment of his hon. friend. He was sent 
there to support the Government and he 
was Not going tovoteagainstthem. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen and his hon. friend below 
the gangway had, he was bound t9 sav, 
his enthusiastic though somewhat platonic 
support. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) said 
there was no man in the House who 
understood educational matters better 
than the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Cambridge University. The 
right hon. Gentleman had brought a very 
important question before the Committee. 
It had been referred to in the House on 
different occasions during the past year 
but they had done nothing at all. The 


problem how to feed the starving children | 
who came to the schocls was one which | 


ought to be faced. The Blue-book con- 
tained melancholy reading on this subject. 
The right hon. Gentlew.an to!d him some 
time ago that such a thing as hungry 
children going to school in Germany 
was unknown. It was stated that 


10 per cent. of the children attending 


elementary schools came in a semi-stary- 
ing condition. It was very difficult to 
say how the question should be dealt 
with. He thought it would be necessary 
to have a regular system of feeding those 
children. It could be dene at a very 
small cost. He believed it could be done 
for a penny per meal. He started an 
expe1iment in his own parish, and he found 


that a child could be provided with a| 
The | 
chi'dren shou'd be medically examined | 


wholesome meal for a halfpenny. 


and those who were underfed should be 
provided w.th meals. The cost should be 
levied on the parents in all cases where 
thev were able to pay. It would cost 
about £1 a vear to give one meal to each 


of those children. No doubt the rates | 


were eXtreinely heavy in many parts of 
the country, and he was the last man 
to advocate the throwing away of money, 
but this was not throwing away money. 
This was really a necessary expense. 
Those who had read the Repoit on 
physical deterioration must feel the force 
of what he said. 


issued to Parliament than that. A large 
part of the town population was very 
often utterly underfed. The children 


Sir Carne Rasch. 


{COMMONS} 


He did not know that | 
a more melancholy Paper had ever been | 
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received food which they could not digest, 
and from the earliest age they became 
feeble rickety creatures unable to earn a 
living. A great part of the problem of 
the unemployed and the unemployable 
arose from that fact. The problemof the 
slum population would never be solved 
until they had a compulsory system of 
continuation schools in this country. 
The children who now ran wild in the 
streets should be given a course of tech- 
nical and industrial education. 





Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
_said it was very unfortunate that ‘n the 
'debates on the Estimates it was not 
possible to concentrate attention on one 
particular subject and obtain the judg- 
ment of the Committee upon it. They 
had before them most prominently the 
question of the administration of the 
Education Act in Wales, but the circum- 
stances were such that they were bound 
to introduce other topics, and he feared 
that in the result they would not get a 
definite decision on any particular ques- 
tion. He was one of those who did not 
approve of the whole of the work of the 
Board of Education, but equally he was 
bound to express his disagreement witli 
the remarks which had fallen from hon. 
Members opposite with regard to the 
effect of the Education Act. He ventured 
to say that the general effect of the 
measure in England, if notin Wales—and 
he was in as good a position to judge as 
hon. Gentlemen opposite—was that it 
had brought about greater good than he 
should have dared to hope when it 
was introduced in 1902.* He gave the 
Board of Education credit for their 
part of the work which had been ac- 
‘complished. The teaching staff in 
the voluntary and the council schools 
had been increased in number and 
quality; inadequate apparatus had 
been thrown aside and modern appliances 
had been introduced: school buildings 
had been very materially improved ;_ the 
‘health and comfort of the children 
within the schools, whether council or 
voluntary schools, had been materially 
improved; the children were leading 
better and healthier lives; and the local 
authorities had been brought into 
| contact with elementary and secondary 
'education in a better way than under 
| the old system. Schemes of scholarships 
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which were utterly impossible under the | 


old school boards had been set forth, the 
training of teachers had been materially 
improved, and many young people were. 
going to the secondary schools, and 
afterwards into the pupil -teachers’ 
centres and training colleges, in a way 
which was utterly impossible before the 
Act of 1902. 


He admitted that the Board 
of Education had not been able 
to do much except in the way ot 
guidince and direction in regard to the 
secondary schools. The local authorities 
jal accomplished far mote for the 
secondary schools than many hon, 
Members would have dared to hope for 
in the stormy months of 1902.  Pro- 
fessor Michael Sadler had rendered 
valuable assistance by going about 
advising the great local authorities as 
to the schemes which they should adopt 
in their several districts for the co- 
ordination of elementary, secondary, 
and higher education. They must not 
be Impatient. They must not in the 
contemplation of the difficulties which 
had arisen, and which had been largely 
influenced by sectarian prejudice in 
Wales, give them undue prominence and 
lose sight of the great good that was 
being accomplished in the country. He 
did not regret that the cost of educa- 
tion had increased, but he regretted 
most emphatically the present division of 
thit cost as between the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and the local authorities. 
He was bound to dissent from the 
View which had been expressed 
several times that evening that the 
Education Act of 1902 had accomplished 
ng good and produced much mischief. 
He was one of those who looked at the 
Act, not from the point of view of the 
voluntary schools, or from the standpoint 
of a political Party, but simply from 
the point of view of the children of the 
neXt generation, and he could sav that 
the Act had done a great deal of good. 


There were one or two phrases in the 
speech of the Secretary to the Board of 
Education with which he agreed, viz., 
those in which the hon. Baronet had 
drawn attention to the fact that in some 
districts the new educational authorities 
Were attempting to take the details of 
educational administration into their own , 
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hands, and out of those of the local 
managers. This constant attention to 
detail resulted in the loss of primary con- 
trol. He hoped that the education 
committees would accept the advice of 
the Secretary to the Board of Education, 
and delegate more of their powers to 
local managers. In this way the com- 
mittees would be able to d vote more 
attention to working out the larger 
problems of education, and would obviate 
the danger of letting the whole control 
of educational work fall into the hands of 
permanent officials, than which there 
could be no greater danger to the cause 
of education in this country. 


His main object in addressing the 
Committee was to call attention to 
one special detail in the speech of the 
Secretary to the Board of Education. 
Several months ago he had_ himself 
endeavoured to bring before the House 
the serious difficulty under which 
several districts laboured on accourt 
of the utter impossibility of carry- 
ing out the Education Act in con- 
sequence of the heavy burden that 
fell on the local rates. The statement of 
the hon. Baronet in regard to this 
point was, to his mind, not very clear. 
So far as he understood the hon. Gentle- 
man, the local authorities were now free 
to exclude children under five years of 
age from school. It was admitted that 
both educationally and from the point 
of view of public health these children 
were better excluded, yet the Board of 
Education went on encouraging their 
attendance by the grants offered. Was 
that courageous? Was that safeguard- 
ing the future of the children? There 
was a mass of evidence that the health of 
children under five years of age was 
impaired by attendance at school, and 
the medical profession were unanimous 
in supporting that view. He himself 
believed that epidemics amongst young 
children, which were the cause of so 
much sorrow. would be lessened or pre- 
vented if these very young children 
were excluded from the public schools. 
In his judgment, infants of tender years 
should be taught under the care of 
trained nurses in a eréche where their 
deficiencies and deformities could be 
recognised and treated, The Board of 
Education, with its usual lack of courage 
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and disregard of public opinion, went on 
paying grants for these children under 
five years of age. [An Hon. MemBer 
on the Opposition Benches: And you 
go on voting for them.] His hon. 
friend was somewhat too previous, 
and, as usual, inaccurate. It was un- 
fortunate that this vote could not be 
taken on that particular issue; otherwise 
ithad been his intention to move a 
reduction of the Vote as he had done on 
other occasions without much help from 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


As he understocd the scheme of the 
hon. Baronet, these children were to 
be paid for, but not at the full rate. 
Was the difference between the lesser 
grant and the whole grant of 35s. to be 
devoted to the relief of the heavily- 
rated districts? A scheme had been 
worked out which it wascalculated would 
give East Ham the relief ofa 1}d. inthe £. 
If the hon, Baronet was prepared to give 
more, how much would he give? Three 
pence ? He would take the amount as 
threepence, and that would leave the 
local authority of East Ham with a 
rate of 2s. 9d. in the £. He was sure 
that the local authority would not 
take that petty relief, and he ventured 
to prophesy that the Board of Educa- 
tion would have more trouble in this 
matter in the autumn than over the 
Welsh schools. There was a growing 
feeling in the country that the present 
system was manifestly unjust. He in- 
sisted that the proposed scheme was un- 
worthy of the Government; and certainly 
it was utterly insufficient for the district 
he represented. He wondered that any- 
body, knowing what the difficulty was, 
and how heavily these people were 
burdened, had the courage to stand up 
and propose such a paltry scheme. The 
money would be absolutely frittered 
away over, instead of being ear-marked 
to assist, the districts where the need was 
the greatest. If he could have a clear 
issue on this question he would record his 
vote against the Government, and he 
held that if the districts whose opinion 
he attempted to voice were represented 
in the House according to population, 
the Government would not have dared to 
propose such a scheme. 





».*Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) said he 
sympathised with the hon. Member who 


Mr, Ernest Grey. 


{COMMONS} 
‘had just spoken in the bitter feeling that 
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he had towards the scheme of the present 
Government. The hon. Gentleman, 
like Mr, Snodgrass, had apparently made 
up his mind to take his coat off. It 
seemed rather late inthe session to have 
found out what he ought to have done 
earlier. There had hardly been a speaker 
on the Ministerial side who had said a 
good word for the Government in the 
matter of education. The only exception 
was the hon. Member for the Montgomery 
Boroughs,who was oneofhis own country- 
men. He, however, had not had time to 
belabourthe Government because he spent 
the whole of his speech in belabouring the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon. In doing 
that he had quoted a speech by the right 
hon. Member for East Fife who asked— 

“What are we going to do?” 

We have only one remedy in this 
matter. After all, it is a very simple 
remedy. It is that if you want to give 
children sectarian religious instruction 
you should do it at your own charge, 
The hon. Baronet the Secretary to the 
Board of Education, in May last, asked 
how it was possible to have two standards 
for good repair—one for voluntary 
schools and one for council schools, To 
suggest that there was a double standard 
in Wales was an unjustimputation. The 
same accusation had been made in his 
own county. At one of the meetings of 
the education committee a member said 
it was reported that a great difference 
was made by the committee between pro- 
vided and non-provided schools, and the 
same sort of statement was used by 
an hon. and learned Member opposite. 
His friend said that statement was 
perfectly untrue as regarded the county 
he lived in. Of course, his friend was a 
Radical and Noncontormist, and many 
people might suppose that his informa- 
tion was rather biassed. But he 
appealed to the chairman of the build- 
ing committee, who was a Churchman 
and Tory, and he confirmed his friend’s 
statement and said it was quite true 
that they were treating the non-provided 
schoo'!s and the provided schools on 
their own merits. There was there- 
fore no foundation for the charge of a 
double standard. He dared say the 
managers of some of the voluntary 
schools had found themselves in diffi- 
culties, but he thought they had produced 











4 


a oF 


ww 


@ cr 


owe & 


~~ ON 


—FP 2 OO 


= oOo 9 & 





1269 Civil Servicesand Revenue {1 AuGusT 1905} Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 


their difficulties by their extravagance in 
spending money which was not their 
own. In his own county there was a 
very great increase in expenditure after 
the appointed day in the first year under 
the Act. For example. in the matter of 
books and stationery two years before 
the appointed day the average ex- 
penditure was £427. After the appointed 
day it rose to £585, an increase of £158. 
For fuel, lighting, and cleaning the aver- 
age before the appointed day was £498. 
That rose to £575 the first year after 
the appointed day. If the schools were 
as efficient as they were said to have 
been before the appointed day, it 
seemed to him to have been gross 
extravagance to have increased the 
expenditure in that way. 

The Board of Education were very 
hard on the Welsh county councils and 
charged them with law-breaking. In 


Wales they found the clerical party 
also charging the Welsh county 


councils with law-breaking. He desired 
to speak with respect of the leaders 
of his Church, but was it wise for 
them to bring this charge against the 
Welsh county councils, and to denounce 
au opposition which was based on con- 
science? Atthat very time a Royal Com- 
mission was sitting, which had a mass of 
startling evidence before it of law- 
breaking on the part of the clergy who, in 
matters of ritual and doctrine, were break- 
ing—conscientiously, no doubt—but still 
breaking their legal oaths and solemn 
pledges. The Nonconformists of Wales 
were breaking no oaths. The only thing 
that they avowed was that education 
which was paid for by the people of 
the country should be under their 
control. 


With regard to the 
the Bishop of St. David’s, had set 
the seal of his approval on the Welsh 
Nonconformist policy. The Bishop, on 


the 30th May, demonstrated that the 
county of Merioneth, by using the aid | 
grant under Section 10 of the Act of, 


1902 mainly for non-provided schools, 
would have been able to maintain all 
these schools without taking a penny 
from the rates. The Bishop regarded 
this manipulation of the aid grant as 
the “dignified course which would have 


charge of | 
lawlessness one of the Welsh Bishops, | 
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| been worthy of the county’s honourable 


religious record.” These were his words 
about a county which he and his friends 
denounced as law-breaking when it 
suited their convenience. The Bishop, so 
far from questioning the justice of the 
Noncontormist contention, showed them 
a more excellent way of carrying out 
their policy, and after that Episcopal 
sanction they could no longer be charged 
with law-breaking, But the Welsh 
county councils were more scrupulously 
legal than their opponents in refusing 
to use the aid grant which was calculated 
on the average attendance in all 
schools entirely for one class of 
schools. The balanze of the aid grant 
which came out of the Imperial Ex- 
chequer was, he believed, handed over to 
the Diocesan Associations. He was told 
that these Diocesan Association had used 
that balance for the repair of voluntary 
schools. What he wanted to point out 
Was that a conscience which saw in the aid 
grant at one time a means for repairing 
non-provided schools and at another time 
a method of carrying on the Welsh policy, 
whatever else it might be, was certainly 
not inelastic. The Welsh people were the 
most law-abiding people in the United 
Kingdom, and their consciences were 
sensitive to anything like outrage, 
In Wales it was a matter of con- 
science, and he would ask whether English 
Churchmen were wise in needlessly 
offending their Welsh brethren, when at 
no distant date, as they all believed, the 
Act must and would be amended. Mean- 
while, what was happening? The 
officials at Whitehall, instead of establish- 
ing and setting in order a great system 
of national education, were spending 
their time in answering architectural 
conundrums, and in voluminous corres- 
pondence about paltry quibbles and 
straw-splittings. It reminded one of the 
earlier days of Rugby football when they 
saw two sides hacking each other fiercely 
while the bal] lay at a distance neglected 
by both. Was it too late to plead for 
wiser counsels in the matter of the ad- 
ministration of the Act in Wales? Ti the 
controversy went on, probably neither 
side would get what it wanted. Was 
there not yet time for the leaders of 
'both sides, by mutual consession, to 
put an end to the strife? Wales 
‘Was unanimous and resolute, and it 
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felt acutely and expressed with vigour 
the growing feeling of all classes of the 
community about the injustice of the 
Education Act of 1902. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, 
Romford) said that, representing as 
he did East Ham, he must express 
regret at the meagre relief which 
was to be offered to the distressed 
districts. _ He remembered well the 
words used by the Prime Minister as 
to the extravagance of East Ham in the 
administration of the Act, and he was 
fortunate to prove that East Ham was 
not extravagant, but compared favour- 
ably in the matter of economy with any 
other district, the cost per head being 
£3 7s. 5d. as compared with £4 Is. 6d. 
for London. The proposal of the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education to give 
relief all round was not in conformity 
with the promise held out to the East 
Ham Council when it rescinded 
its resolution. He did not say that a 
pledge was given to East Ham that the 
distressed districts should be relieved, 
but he did say that they were under an 
impression that relief would be afforded 
them, and in consequence of that they 
rescinded their resolution. He would, if 
he might, point out the great interest 
and anxiety which existed in East Ham 
with regard to the matter. It was a 
supporter of the Government who moved 
that the council should not administer 
the Education Act; and on the day in 
which the resolution of the council was 
rescinded, he had a long talk with Mr. 
Effingham begging him to rescind the 
resolution in order that the hands of the 
Government might be unfettered. That 
gentleman took his advice, and the excite- 
ment under which he laboured was so 
great that he died within half-an-hour of 
having rescinded the resolution. He 
thought he was doing something which 
would unfetter the hands of the Govern- 
ment, and which would enable relief to 
be afforded to that distressed district. 


What was the relief? He gathered 
that instead of 22s. per head, the annual 
grant, they were to get 24s., 2s, more, 
and that children from three to five years 
of age need not attend the elementary 
schools, That was no relief at all, and 


the proposal of the Government at this 
Mr. Edwards. 


{COMMONS} 


late period of the session would produce 
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throughout the country the deepest 
disappointment, because they had hoped 
that the money which they would now save 
and which would not go to the education 
of children between three to five years of 
age would have been allocated, not to 
districts which were well off and which 
had only to pay 4d., 5d., or 6d, in rates for 
educational purposes, but to districts 
which had to pay, as East Ham would 
have to pay next year, 3s. to the educa- 
tional rate, in spite of the relief which 
had been promised. It would cause the 
bitterest resentment, and would yo 
doubt be the means of united action on 
the part of distressed districts in order 
to see what they could do to force the 
hands of the Government. 


What was it that East Ham and other 
districts required ? They said they did 
not educate the children for East Ham 
alone. The burden was cast upon them 
of educating the children to a certain 
extent for the whole of the county, 
Whether they dwelt eventually in London 
or East Ham they were bound to give 
them an efficient education, and was it 
fair jor the Government to give money 
at its disposal to rich towns and boroughs 
which had voluntary schools, which 
did not require the dole, and which 
could do without it thoroughly well, and 
not give relief to them? Relief was 
promised in the Act of 1902; it was 
promised that the relief given to dis- 
tressed districts would be greater than 
under the act of 1897. Nothing of the 
kind had taken place. East Ham, as he 
could conclusively prove, received less. 
It only received 10s. 3d. per head now, 
whereas under the workings of the old 
Act it received 10s, 6d. per head, Con- 
sequently, it was in a worse position 
than before; it felt that the pledges 
given to it as a distressed district 
had not been fulfilled, and that in 
the hopes raised when the deputation 


waited upon the Prime Minister 
they had been disappointed. East 
Ham in the last few years had 


grown from 20,000 to 120,000 in popula- 
tion, and they must now look forward, 
although they had a general rate of 9s. 6d. 
in the £, to that rate being increased, 
not only owing to the increase of popula- 
tion, but also on account of the burden 
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cast upon them in the administration | 


of the Education Act. The position of 
East Ham would become more and 
more intolerable. When other districts 
found themselves in the same position, he 
did not know what their action would 
be. He remembered that when the 
council decided to rescind their resolu- 
tion, they said that they would again 
decline to administer the Act; and they 
would do all they possibly could to show 
how impossible it was for them to Lear 
the enormous burden which would be cast 
upon them in the future. He thought the 
opinion was shared by all that the burden 
of education should not rest upon the 
district alone, but that it should be 
borne by the State with a certain con- 
tribution from the local authority. He 
appreciated what the hon. Member for 
Camberwell had said with regard to the 
need for a better administration of 
moneys, and with regard to the equali- 
sation of the State contribution and the 
local burden. The Government should 
make good the defiviencies which the 
local authocities were unable to bear, 
and until that was done there would be 
no satisfaction, and the Education Act 
of 1902 would be a farce. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmorelaad, 
Appleby) said there was a good deal 
of sympathy on their side of the House 
With the hon. Member who had just 
spoken and with the hon. Member for 
West Ham in their disappointment that 
the Government had not fulfilled the 
pledge given early in the year, but their 
sympathy was tempered with the feeling 
that it was rather late in the day for 
anyone to be deceived by the promises 
of the Government. He intended to 
vote with the Welsh Members, and he 
desired to express the feeling of con- 
tinued amazement which filled him 
When he contemplated the educational 
position in Wales. After all, the people 
in England could hardly claim to be 
regarded as great lovers of education, 
but if there was one part of the 
United Kingdom where they really 
cared for education, it was Wales. The 
Welsh people had shown it by the 
sacrifices they had made and were 
prepared to make for it. Yet they 
found themselves in a position of 


declaring war upon that part of the 
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United Kingdom. Hesometimes thought 
the action of the Department must be 
based upon ignorance, and that the mis- 
takes made im dealing with Wales arose 
from supposing Wales to be the same 
as England. Surely a wise Education 
Minister would have delighted to honour 
Wales, and so have administered the 
Act as to deal with a people who 
loved education in a gentle way, 
encouraging them in the good course 
they had hitherto pursued, Instead of 
that, however, the Government had de- 
clared war upon the very people who had 
cared for education. They had passed 
through the House, by means of the 
closure, a Coercion Act for the Welsh 
authorities, who, after all, were carrying 
out the will of the people who elected 
them; and they were trying to compel 
the Welsh people to accept a system 
which did violence to their consciences. 
It was a foolish attempt and was doomed 
to failure. 


He could not say that the speech 
of the Minister of Education that after- 
noon was pitched in a very triumphant 
key. It was very largely an admission 
of the criticisms made upon t .e Education 
Bill whenit passed through the House in 
1902. Member after Member had pointed 
to the danger, admitted that day by the 
Minister, of increasing centralisation, 
and the displacement of all local 
management and interest in the carry- 
ing on of the schools. He could en- 
dorse that from his personal experience 
as a manager. Authorities were taking 
more and more into their hands and were 
depriving managers of practically all 
functions in connection with the 
schools, and he thought the right hon. 
Baronet would have to do something 
more than implore the education author- 
ities not to destroy local interest, 
and would have to compel them to leave 
more to local initiative and manage- 
ment if he wished to prevent the whole 
educational system from passing into the 
hands of the officials of those authorities. 
Centralisation at the present moment 


went down to the smallest detail, 
and managers were discouraged 
from taking any practical interest 


in the schools. He was not sur- 
prised that the managers were not 
trusted and that local interest was 
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dying out, because the parents of 
the districts were not allowed to choose 
the managers. When the school board 
in a town in his constituency was dis- 
possessed, the chairman and the leading 
members of the board were ignored, and 
two people who at the last election had 
been rejected were placed at the head of 
the managers. That was the way to kill 
education in the country. Nothing made 
up for local interest: no machinery, no 
equipment, no expenditure would secure 
an efficient system unless the parents 
cared about education and were in a 
position to give effect to their interest 
in the schools. The Act of 1902 was 
killing the interest of the localities, and 
they were not getting full return for 
their vast expenditure upon educa- 
tion. Unless steps were taken to 
revive the interest of the localities, there 
weuld be mcre and more to criticise 
end complain of in the working of the 
Education Act. 


He wished to thank the Minister for 
his promise that lessons in hygiene and 
temperance would in future be included 
in the curriculum of the schools. As 
an old temperance worker, he would 
like to congratulate the temperance 
societies on the work which they had 
done and which had at last been 
crowned by the acceptance of their 


teaching by the Government. The 
history of the movement was one 
of extreme interest. The unlearned 


had taught the learned, and scientific 


men were taking lessons from men 
who had no science other than the 
experience of life. The doctors of 


to-day were learning the lesson pretty 
thoroughly. Last year a remarkable 
petition, signed by nearly 15,000 doctors 
practising in the United Kingdom, 
was presented by a deputation, headed 
by Sir William Broadbent, to Lord 
Londonderry, asking the Education 
Department to establish hygiene and 
temperance teaching in the schools. 
Lord Londonderry replied that he could 
do nothing until the Report of the 
Physical Deterioration Committee had 
been issued. That Report was a 


justification, if any were needed, of the 
statements made by the doctors in their 
petition, and endorsed their reecommenda- 
tion that all the children‘in the schools 


Mr. Leif Jones, 


{COMMONS} 
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should be trained in hygiene and 
temperance. The right hon. Baronet 


talked about exaggeration in some 
of the syllabuses drawn up in this 
connection, but he would ask Members 
not to rule out any statements as 
extravagant merely because they went 
beyond their own experience. In 
this matter the strongest statements 
had been made by men who knew 
most about it. He had been en- 
gaged in temperance work for twenty 
years, and his statements on the matter 
grew stronger year by year the more 
he knew about the subject. He was 
therefore not surprised to find that the 
Committee on Physical Deterioration 
used strong language, and declared 
that it was convinced that the con- 
sumption of alcoholic stimulants was 
a most potent and deadly agent 
of physical deterioration. He did not 
know whether the right hon, Baronet 
would call that exaggeration. It was 
certainly strong enough to satisfy even 
himself, and he was thankful the Minister 
was willing to act upon it and introduce 
this teaching. But they had not seen the 
syllabus, and he felt some uneasiness lest 
in his desire to avoid exaggeration the 
hon. Baronet should have minimised the 
truth. What they wanted was a course 
of teaching in hygiene and temperance 
which would exactly state the present 
position of the scientific world upon 
the queston. He did not understand 
why the right hon. Baronet had not 
consulted the representative committee 
of doctors which waited upon Lord 
Londonderry. He regretted that he had 
not taken counsel with that powerful 
body, which would, he felt sure, have 
supplied the Board of Education with a 
course of teaching which would have 
been safeguarded from exaggeration by 
the eminent scientific attainments of the 
men composing it, and which would have 
embodied neither more uor less than the 
truth upon this vital question. 


CoLonEL LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said that as a Memb r for an agricul- 
tural constituency, he should like to be 
allowed to voice the complaint the agri- 
cultural districts had. He did not speak 
as an enemy Of education at all, jor he 
had always done his best to assist the 
Board of Education, and he supported the 
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Education Act and still had no doubt that 
their expectations in regard to it would 
be fulfillel; but he spoke on behalf of 
farmers unable to understand fine points 
of education, and he thought he 
might be able to show that, although 
they were good friends of education, they 
did labour under considerable difficulties. 
Farmers did not and could not under- 
stand the extraordinary benefits that 
would result to them in the long run 
from education. He had hoped that the 
present Act would have overcome those 
difficulties to a certain extent, but the 
education was no better than it was, and 
the charge had been very heavily in- 
creased. Whatever the result might be 
in the long run, there was no doubt 
whatever that at the present time the 
education rates under which farmers 
laboured were very heavy and difficult 
to bear. The hon. Member for Camber- 
well, with whom he always wished to 
find all the fault he could, had an un- 
fortunate knack of putting into his 
speeches something with which he was 
bound to agree, and the hon. Member 
had admirably voiced the hope, which 
he also entertained, that the Government 
would inquire into the incidence of 
taxation as between the local and the 
Imperial contributions. He would not, 
like his hon. friend behind him, boldly de- 
mand that the whole of the burden should 
be borne by the Imperial Exchequer, 
but he certainly thought that some pro- 
portion, to be determined after proper 
inquiry, should be so borne, leaving the 
balance to be provided by the locality 
as a guarantee that the money would not 
be wasted. He did not believe that 
sectarian feeling would ever be eliminated. 
The main point he desired to press upon 
the Government was that in the country 
districts they were suffering under a bur- 
den which, while not impossible, was very 
difficult for them to bear, and that 
people whom they had persuaded of its 
value were being made to dislike educa- 
cation by reason of the heavy pecuniary 
sactifice they were called upon to make. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University had dealt with several 
points, some of which hardly concerned 
the Board of Education at all. The 
spread of infectious disease and the 
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employment of children out of school 
hours concerned rather the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the Home Office than 
the Board of Education, but in respect of 
managers looking after the homes of 
school children, he had always advocated 
that as the real remedy for some of the 
evils of which complaint was made. He 
fully agreed that to the personal influence 
of the managers on the homes of the 
children we might look for an ameliora- 
tion of the condition of the children. As 
to the feeding and medical inspection of 
children, he hoped soon that the Com- 
mittee which had been appointed would 
make its Report. He believed it would 
appear that there was more voluntary 
effort available for the purpose of feeding 
children than had been supposed ; that 
individuals and small bodies of persons, as 
well as the known and recognised societies, 
had provided meals for children without 
any attempt at organisation; and that 
if all these resources were brought 
we together should go a long way to meet 
the difficulty. As to medical inspection, 
there was a great deal already going on in 
the boroughs, though not in the counties. 
Many of the new local education author- 
ities had medical officers of their own, 
being sanitary as well as education 
authorities. They did not appoint medi- 
cal officers, as the school boards did, for 
special education purposes, but they 
used to some extent the officer who 
belonged to them as sanitary authority 
for the purposes of the schools. He could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that he 
entirely agreed with him that this 
question of medical inspection was of the 
utmost importance, and that he hoped 
for good results from the Report of this 
Committee. So far as he had anything 
to do with the matter, he would do his 
best to promote the medical inspection 
of children in the schools. 


The right hon. Member for Aberdeen 
had addressed the Committee somewhat 
as though he were speaking on the Second 
Reading of a Billamending the Education 
Act of 1902. He commented on the short- 
comings of the Act, and on the various 
ways in which it might be bettered, but 
in one matter he did injustice to the Act 
as it stood. He sald that the managers of 
the schools had no power, could have 
no power, and could receive no power 
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such a; the managers formerly possessed 
from the local education authorities. If 
he looked at the schedule of the Act he 
would see that the managers could have 
just as much authority as the local 
authority chose to give them. They 
could constitute sub-committees con- 
sisting wholly or in part of their own 
members to deal with any matter that 
the local education authority chose to 
entrust to them, so that there would be 
no difficulty in constituting sub-commit- 
tees for elementary education through- 
out an area and entrusting managers 
with extensive powers which wovold 
make them fully capable of attending 
to the details of the affairs of the 
elementary schools. As regarded the 
effect of the Act on secondary schools 
and the action of loeal authorities, the 


right hon. Gentleman complained cf 
it as likely to be of no effect. All he 
could say was that the number of 


secondary schools had been trebled in 
the last three years, an] the right hon. 
Gentleman would have to go back a 
number of years under the law as it 
stood before the Act of 1902 to find 
anything like such an increase. With 
reference to the fear that by reducing 
the grant the Board would reduce the 
efficiency of the higher elementary 
schools, he might say that they had 
reduced the grant because they had 
reduced the excessive requirements 
which made the schools so expensive 
that no local authority chose to bring 
them into existence. They could com- 
bine the extension of the teaching 
in the schools with the technical in- 
struction suited for the requirements 
of the area at a less cost than was in- 
volved by the maintenince of higher 
elementary schools under the rules 
of 1900. They had not sacrificed 
efficiency in any way, although they 
had been able to reduce the grant. 


Some hon. Members Lad been very 
severe as to the proposals he had mide in 
regard to the use of the money which might 
be saved by the exclusion of chi!dren under 
five. He had never suggested that h? 
was offering a remedy for rating inequali- 
tits. Those could only be dealt with by 
a ser 0s effort to alter rating burdens or 
rateable areas. What he did offer was 


the employment of money which would 
Sir William Anson. 
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be saved by the exclusion of children 
under five so that no area would lose, 
and that some areas would substantially 
gain. The hon. Member for Camberweil 
and the hon. Member for West Ham 
seemed to him unduly to minimise the 
subst :ntial reduction in the burden upon 
East Ham which would result trom this 
exclusion. They seemed to forget that 
every child under five was stated by tie 
hon. Member for West Ham to cost the 
local authority £1 over and above th 
Parliamentary grant, and that for every 
child between five and seven and a-half tie 
increase of grant was 7s., and above that 
age 2s., which meant a substantial ad- 
dition to the resources of the area. In 
addition to that, the provision of school 
accommodation in areas with growing 
populations was materially affected, and 
their liabilities considerably diminished 
by the exclusion of children under five 
vears ofage. It was not entirelv a setthd 
question whether children of five wer: 
better inside or outside of school, thowcli 
his own inclination was towards the view 
that thev were better outside. To say 
that the Board of Education had she 

a want of courage in leaving it to“the 
local education authoriti s to deter >™ 
what was best for their respective i.cas 
Was an unfair Criticism on the Board, .nd 
showed some little want of confidence im 
the local authorities. He believed the 
division of the grant was a fair division. 
His critics forgot that if the money 
saved by withdrawing grants for children 
under five had been exclusively devoted 
to the necessitous areas, these rural 
counties which had nothing to gain 
by his exclusion of these ciildren and 
much to lose by the withdrawal of the 
grant, would have suffered heavily. At 
any rate the Department had done the best 
it could with the money at its disposal, not 
for the relief of rating inequalities, but 
for educational purposes. 


e 


He deeply regretted that the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs should 
have introduced in terms of reproach 
the names of permanent officers unable 
to defend themselves. Such action 
was unusual and uncalled for, and he 
believed it would be deprecated by 
mot Members of the House. For 
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and every act done by those gentle- 
men he _ personally was_ responsible, 
and he was glad of the opportunity 
of paying a just tribute to the eminent 
merits of the officials concerned with 
whom he was proud to act in the work 
of his Department. The hon. Member 
also thought fit to say that he had made a 
series of deliberately false statements. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I mist correct 
that. If£I said that the hon. Member 
made a deliberately false statement the 
Chairman would certainly have called 
upon me to withdraw. I distinctly said 


that I did not charge the hon. Member | 
with making del'berately ‘alse statements. | 


What I said was that he repeated state- 
ments that were false, which is a very 
different thing. 


/*Str WILLIAM ANSON said he under- | 


stood the hon. Member to use the word | 


‘Jeliberate,” but he gladly accepted his 
a urance that thit was not so. With 
regard to Denbighshire, although he had 


made a blunder in the mode of expres- | 
‘ s,ashe admitted to the Denbighshire | 
Co. ity Council, in substance and spirit | 


whet he said was strictly true. In March 
they county council wrote to all the 
vol. atary schools requiring them to carry 
out he improvements demanded by the 
inspector by April lst. In February and 


March the Board of Education wrote to | 


the county council asking them to carry 
out certain im»rovements and repairs 
in the council schools, but they were met 
time after time with the statement that 
these matters must be referred to the 
‘ounty surveyor, who would not enter 
upon his duties until the beginning of 
April. 
was right in saying that different stan- 
dards were established for the council 
and for the voluntary schools. 


and gave them a reasonable time to 
carry out the improvements required, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) asked whether the hon. 
Baronet was aware of the time that 
elapsed between the service of the first 
notice with regard to the repairs and the 
ist of March to which he referred. 


He submitted, therefore, that he | 


He was | 
glad to say the county council withdrew | 
those demands upon the voluntary schools | 
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*Str WILLIAM ANSON was under- 
stood to say that ths voluntary schools 
| received no formal notice of the require- 
ments before March Ist. 





Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: That is 


not accurate. 


*Stx WILLIAM ANSON, passing to the 
| Pontypridd School, said the facts were 
‘these. In 1904 the county council 
| wrote to the Board saying the school 
was insanitary and unfit for the use and 
occupation of children. The Board 
|agreed, and the school was transferred 
to the council. Immediately afterwards 
the council asked to be allowed to 
_ utilise the buildings for eighteen months 
| while another school was built. The 
Board stated that they could only allow 
it ii the alterations in the offices were 
made which the county council them- 
selves had demanded from the voluntary 
school managers. He believed that 
within a reasonable time those alterations 
were carried out, but his point was that 
whereas the county council had said 
that the school was unfit for the oceupa- 
tion of children while it was a voluntary 
school, immediately it became a council 
school they asked to be allowed to us 
it without any alterations whatever. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Only while 


they were building a new one. 


FSIR WI LLIAM ANS( IN: But they 
| had already said it was unfit for the use 
/and oceupation of children. 


Sirk ALFRED THOMAS asked 
whether they did not make certain 
alterations before they used it. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that, as to 
the Carnarvonshire schools, he thovght 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon must 
know very well that there were a great 
| many in serious need of reprir, but the 

Board of Education had the greatest 
‘difficulty not merely in getting the re- 
pairs done but in getting an answer from 
the local authorities as to when they 
would be begun. And when loans were 
talked of, he thought the hon. Member 
ought to know that, so far as he could 
learn from the Local Government Board, 
the only two loans authorised were one 
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for a school at Llandudno of £4,000 and 
one of £600 for general repairs, and that 
really was a very small proportion of the 
£30,000 which the hon. Member said, in 
so magnificent a way, was the amount 
which the local authorities were pre- 
pared to spend in the repair of their | 
schoo!s, 


The hon. Member said they had pro- | 


voked a conflict. But who started the | 
conflict 2? Who started the ‘No Rate” | 
resolution ? Who started what was | 
popularly known as “the Lloyd-George ” 
policy? He did not think the Board | 
of Fdveation could be said to have 
embarked upon a conflict in Wales | 
when the hon. Member for Carnarvon | 
had gone about the county addressing 
public meetings and urging the local 
authorities to set at nought the Act 
of 1902. The Board were asked “ Why 
make this a period of conflict?” His 
reply was that they could not allow it to 
be made a period of oppression; they 


{COMMONS} 





Depts. Estimates, 1905-6 


1284 


could not allow the teachers to have 
their salaries dealt with as was the case 
in the county of Montgomery, where 
money which teachers had earned during 
the quarter preceding the holidays was 





withheld, and where not merely incon- 
venience, but actual distress was caused 
iby the action of the local authority; or 

managers to be oppressed by the non- 
payment of money due to them for the 
/maintenance of the schoo's. Sorry as 
they were to continue the conflict which 
| was begun by the hon. Gentleman, the 
| Board ‘of Education must see to the 
‘observance of the la w, and they must 
iene care that no injustice or hardsh'p 


jwas done either to the manacers, 
‘teachers, or children in the voluntary 
| schools. 


Question put. 


220s 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 250. (Division List No. 319.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirlirg 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

3aker, Joseph Allen 

Sarran, Rowland Hirst 
3arry, E. (Cork, S.) 

senn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
3roadhurst, Henry 

sryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bue —. Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, pa 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E.(YorkN.R.Whitby 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 


Cullinan, J. 


Sir Willian 


Anson. 





Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrew’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Ffrench, Peter 


Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Fiynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 


Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D, 
Healy, Timothy Michae] 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


| Higham, John Sharp 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West} 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, Wm. 


Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
(Carnarvonshire): 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 


| Lambert, George 


Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 


| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Mouton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
OBrien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 

O Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Ave-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reyaell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. H. O. 
Arcol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Jose ‘line FitzRoy 
Builey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W(Leeds 
Bilfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Ba bury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Sathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Michael H. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

3i11, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. Sir John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 





Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnCR(Northants) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 


O’ Kelly, James (RoscommonN 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parrott, William | Taylor, TheodoreC. (Radcliffe) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. | Tennant, Harold John 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Perks, Robert William | Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Pirie, Duncan V. | Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’n, N 
Power, Patrick Joseph | Tillett, Louis John 

Price, Robert John | Tomkinson, James 

Priestley, Arthur | Toulmin, George 

Rea, Russell | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Reckitt, Harold James | Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
teddy, M. Vallace, Robert 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford | Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Richards, Thomas | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
tickett, J. Compton | Weir, James Galloway 
toberts, John Bryn (Kifion) | White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs) | White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
toche, John (Galway, East) Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Roe, Sir Thomas Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
tose, Charles Day Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) Wilson, H. J. (York, W-.R.) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B. Isle of Wight Voodhouse, Sir JT( Huddersf’d 
Shackleton, David James Young, Samuel 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Yoxall, James Henry 
Sheehy, David | : 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Herbert Gladstone and 


| TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Mr. 
Mr. William M*Arthur. 


NOES. 


Dixoa-Hartland- Sir F. Dixon 

Dorington Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 

Doughty , Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 

Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theedore 
' Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wim. Hart 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Faber, George Denison (York) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore. Fellowes, Rt Hn Ailwyn Edwd. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S'thampton | Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J (Mane’re 
Chaplin, Rt. Hn. Henry Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Chapman, Edward Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Clare, Octavius Leigh Finlay, Rt. HnSirR BUInv'rn’ ss 
Clive, Captain Percy A. | Fisher, William Hayes 
Coates, Edward Feetham | Fison, Frederick William 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. | Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Coghill, Douglas Harry | Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Flower, Sir Ernest 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Forster, Henry William 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred | Galloway. William Johnson 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 


| Gardner Ernest 
Dalkeith, Earl of | Gartit. William 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Davenport, William Bromley | Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) — | Gordon, Maj Evans(’rH’m'ts) 
Dickson, Charles Scott Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn Sir Joceph ©. |) Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph ) Goschen, Ha. George Joachim 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H.M(DublinUniv. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Sir E W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt.Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marc.of L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (ent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Stafiords, N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway. Rt.Hn. SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T, (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Nir Henry 
‘Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.\WV. (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut,-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


Expiring Laws 


Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- 
man lett the Chair to make his Report 


to the House. 


E : 2 
Committee report Progress ; tosit again 


To-morrow. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martir, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt Hn SirHE(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell. W J H( Dumfriesshire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Karl 

Pierpoint, Rohcrt 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

fandles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff 
teid, James (Greenock’ 
femnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

tidley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 


time.” 





but because 
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Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, Sir H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Ed. J. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward 17 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Sir) Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East} 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTydeside 
Smith, Hen. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas (Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hen. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt.HrJ G. Oxt’d Unis 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Herry James 
Tomlirson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuff, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirC. Ek H(Sheftie ld 
Vincent. Sir Edgar ( Exeter 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWillian.H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.CLE.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Ly 1 
Whitmore, Charles Algernor 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lor: 
Vilson, John (Glasgow) 
Vodehouse, Rt.Hn.E. R. (Bat! 
Vortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrone 


7 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a 


seco! d 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that the 
extraordinary disadvantage of continuing 
business at this hour (12.15) was that 
a large majority of the Members of the 
House were not in a fit frame of mind 
to carry on discussion, It might easily 
happen that important Bills would slip 
through, not because they were innocuous, 


the titles could not be 
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Expiring Laws 
heard when read by the clerk. He had not 


thought it desirable that the senior clerk 
should endeavour to develop more distinct 
enunciation of the various important 
proposals that came before the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must askthe hon. 
Member to address himself to the Bill 
before the House. 


Mr. FLYNN said he was endeavouring 
to explain, but for the hubbub of hon. 
(rentlemen opposite, that this was an 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. [Mrx- 
ISTERIAL ironical laughter]. Hon. 


Gentleman opposite would have cheered 
much more heartily if it had been an 
Expiring Government Continuance Bill, 
and they would have come down with 
a much bigger majority to vote for 
the Second Reading. He objected to 
this Bill on principle and on its details. 
It embodied one of the very worst 
principles connected with the legislation 
of this country. It took up certain 
Acts, and certain clauses of other Acts. 
It did not differentiate as to how far an 
Act was good or bad, or as to whether it 
was required or not. They were merely 
scheduled—whether it were an Act to 
prevent Irishmen from carrying arms in 
their own country, or to encourage jury- 
packing in Treland; ora Bill to provide 
for the continuance of the Government 
of the day. The viciousness of a Bill of 
this kind was that it lumped together a 
uumber of Bills connected with principles 
which were vital, and it was carried 
without discussion. Of course, in a Bill 
of this kind one was deprived, from the 
very nature of the case, from going into 
the schedules. Why should Parli:ment 
meet vear after year, and session after ses- 
sion, and adopt a hotch-potch system like 
this? It was an inartistic system, It 
simply enabled the Government to drag 
On its existence from month to month, 
and when they did not know what they 
were going to do to reform these old laws, 
they put them into the Expiring Laws 
Qontinuance Bill. [MINISTERIAL ironical 


cheers.] He would remind hon. Gentlos. 


men opposite that they did not knoy 
the first principles of the British Con- 
stitution. Thev had come there that 
night for another purpose than to dis- 
cuss the Expiring Laws Continuance 
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His point was that such a Bill 
ought not to be necessary. It 
was an anachronism and it was a 
scandal to continue these old Acts in this 
slap-dash fashion—<Acts like the Peace 
Preservation Act, and the Sunday Closing 
Act. [MINISTERIAL ironical cheers.] Hon. 
Gentlemen laughed, but they held the 
liberties of Ireland in their hands. It 
would be far more manly and honest for 
the Government to come forward and 
face the House of Commons and discuss 
eacb one of these Acts. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said that 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
had stated a number of objections, many 
of them of a very serious character, to the 
class of legislation represented by this 
Bill, and against the methods of dealing 
withthem. It would be in the recollection 
of hon. Gentlemen that at the end of last 
session he had an opportunity of moving 
an Amendment which enabled the House 
to express its opinion on the kind of 
objection represented by the hon. Gentle- 
man’s Amendment. He then moved— 

**That, in the opinion of this House, it is 
inexpedient that when important Acts of Par- 
liament have been passed for a limited period, 
any of such Acts should be included in a general 
Bill for the continuation of expiring laws 
broucht in at the close of the session without 
affording any fair opportunity of considering 
the propriety of its discontinuance or modifi 
eation. 

That was the Amendment which he 
begzed now formally to submit to the 
House in order to enable it to come to a 
decision on the question at issue. It was 
framed in accordance with precedent ; and 
it followed almost exactly the phraseology 
of the Amendment moved many years ago 
by the late Mr. Butt. 

Any hon. Member or right hon. Gen- 
tleman who ran his eyes over the list 
of thirty-five Acts in the schedule 
could not fail to see how very 
varied and important the subjects 
dealt with were. The object of putting 
them in the schedule was to enable 
the House on the Committee stage 
of the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill to discuss and examine them. They 
were not placed permanently upon the 
Statute-book in order that the House 
might, under the form of this Act, have 
an opportunity of reviewing and revising 


them year by year; but all the advantage 
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«f that inconvenient method of legislation 
would be destroyed if they were to 
allow the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill to become a mere matter of form. 
It was not only not a mere matter of 
form, but it was intended to bring the 
whole of the legislation which they desired 
t» renew vear by year definitely before 
Parhament im order that Parliament 
might express its opinion upon it in 
detail. It was no partisan assertion 
that he made, because the House wouid 
remember that the Vaccination Act was 
specially placed in the schedule of the 


{COMMONS} 
| When that Act was passed, it was the 





Kxp.ring Laws Continuance Bill in order | 


that it might be discussed from time to 
time when questions about its adminis- 
‘ration arose. He ventured to renew 
the general objection he made last year 
of throwing thirty-five Acts, some good, 
some bad, some 
portant, and some insignificant, into one 
single measure, and then trying to pass 
that measure through the House as 
though, forsooth, it was a matter of 
small importance. He followed a 
great «and important example in 
criticising the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill. The late Lord Salisbury expressed 
very strong opinions indeed against that 
method of legislation, Mr. Disraeli, a 
Constitutionalist even superior to the 
late Mr. Butt, also attacked the method, 
and the present Prime Minister, whose 
respect for constitutional forms was so 
well known, had on several occasions 
commented severely upon it. It was not 
necessary for him to state at any greater 
length the re:sons which actuated him 
in moving the Amendment, and he would 
content himself with formally moving. 


*Masor SEELY (Isle cf Wight) 
seconded. He said he really considered 
this method of prolonging Acts of Parlia- 
ment without discussion was one which 


indifferent, some im- | 
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obvious intention that the House should 
review in each year the reasons why it 
should not continue that method of en- 
suring the due defence of the country, 
For his part, if he were asked whether 
it was wise to suspend the Militia Ballot 
Act, he should say it was wise under 
ordinary circumstances but that it was 
not wise this year, when the whole 
defences of the country had be thrown 
into the melting-pot, to suspend this Act 
without obtaining some assurances from 
the Government as to the Auxiliary 
Forces. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to discuss the separate 
Acts in the Bill; he must wait until the 
schedule is reached. 


*Masor SEELY, continuing, said that 
there were many Acts which were specitic- 
ally intended to be the subject of discussion 
every year; otherwise they would not 
have been made annual. And if that 
was so, it was not only proper, but 
their duty to discuss them before they 
were re-enacted, and he hoped an oppor- 
tunity would be given for the fullest 
discussion of them when the Committee 
stage was reached. 


Amendment proposed — 

“To ‘eave out all the words after the word 
‘That’ and ald the words * in the opinion of 
this House, it is inexpedient that when impor 
tant Acts of Parliament have been pissed for a 
limited per od any of such Acts should be in- 


| cluded in a general Bill for the Continuance of 


Expiring Laws brought in at the close of the 
session without affording any fair opportunity 


‘of considering the propriety of their discontinu- 


should not pass without protest; and he | 


thought he could show that there was at 
least something in the contention that 
had been raised. There were some 
matters in the Bill of very little import- 
ance, but there were others.of the greatest 
importance which had been purposely 
made annual Acts because it was intended 
that they should be debated year by 
year. ‘There was one such Act which 


affected the defences of the country, viz., 
the Suspension of the Militia Ballot Act. 
Mr. Churchill. 


ance or of their modification.’ —(.Wr. Churchill.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Question.” 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 


(said the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill 


and every bill of the kind passed for the 
last thirty-one vears were a violation of 
a solemn pledge given on July 25th, 1874, 
by the Government of that day. An 
Amendment, almost on the same lines as 


that proposed by the junicr Member for 


Oldham, was then proposed by Mr. Butt 
and was accepted by the Government, and 


‘he recollected Mr. Butt then saying that 
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heneeforth over every Act which was in- 


tended for a limited time there would be | 


full powers of discussion and amend- 
ment. 
Tory Government of that day, and 
plelges then given by the Treasury 
Bench had some force and_ solidarity. 
Tuis Amendment was based upon obser- 
vations made by Lord Salisbury and 
Lord Carnarvon in 1873, when they 
appealed against the gross impropriety 
ot the system of re-enacting legislation 
in an omnibus Bul. In 1874 there was 
a full discussion of the various Acts in 
the schedule, and Mr. Disraeli dis- 
tinctly stated that two particular Acts 
should no longer be contained in a Con- 
tinuance Bill, and that if their continu- 
ance were require separate Bills should 
be brought in early in the session when 
there would be an opportunity for dis- 
cussion, Thirty-one years had elapsed, 
ind yet one of the Acts mentioned by 
Mr. Disraeli was included in the 
schedule of the present Bill. After 
that, what was to be thought of the 
pledges of any Government? Then, too, 
the Bill embodied the vicious principle 
of legislation by reference, which made 
it impossible for any ordinarily intelli- 
gent man to be sure of his ground in 
dealing with its provisions. Because 
the Bill embodied statutes which were 
bulwarks of the Constitution, such as the 
Ballot Act, which ought to b> made 
permanent, and statutes contrary to the 
principles of the Constitution which 
ought to be repealed, and because the 
measure was a standing monument of 
the violation of a solemn pledge which 
Irish Members were foolish enough to 
accept, he should support the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that last 
year when this Bill was under discussion in 
Committee it was shown that many of 
the statutes included in the schedule 
vere hopelessly out of date, and it was 
suggested that the time had come when 
a small Committee should be appointed 
to revise the schedule of the Bill. He 
Was not sure that a pledge was not 
given in that direction, but at any rate 
the case was largely admitted. He hoped 
that the Prime Minister would give an 
assurance that if he occupied his present 
position at the beginning of a new session 
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he would give his consileration to that 
suggestion. 


Continuance Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) reterred 
to the inclusion of the Arms Act in the 
Bill, and pointed out that in Irelan] the 
Wild Birds Protection Act wis in per- 
petual force there be-ause the Irish 
people could carry no arms for sporting 
purposes. The seagull in Ireland had 
become a land bird. He had seen the 
gulls come many miles inland year by 
year, with the result that the crops of 
the farmer suffered seriously and the 
voung fish in the rivers were disappear- 
ing. It was time the Government 
seriously considered the question wth a 
view, at any rate, t> farmers being 
allowed to use sporting weapons for 
their own defence, 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tae TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) appealed to the 
House to come to a de-ision. Hedid not 
withdraw from, what he had previously 
siid on this subject. Every Government 
during thirty-one years had felt that 
whatever might be the objections in 
dealing with Acts in this particular way, 
the impossibility of rejecting this Bill 
on the Second Reading stage was over- 
whelming. It would throw the whole 
country into confusion. Whether a Com- 
mittee would be able to find a remedy he 
could not say, but to revise the Bill in 
the manner suggested by the hon. 
Member for Halifix would be the business 
of a course, the 
decision of the Committee upon each 
individual Act would have to be re- 
viewed by the House. He could not 
pledge himself to appoint a Committee in 
avother session, though he admitted that 
the subject might be worthy of 
consideration. 


S€SS10i1. be "alse, oft 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) said the 
House had heard the customary speech 
from the Prime Minister on this Bill. 
Last year the right hon, Gentleman 
appealed to the House to tolerate the 
system for one year more. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
‘ that. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: I am quoting from | 
Hansard. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Member means that I said the system 
would come to an end ina year he is in 
error. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said he distinctly 
remembered the right hon. Gentleman 
asking the House to tolerate the system 
for one vear more. They had tolerated ) 
the system for another year, and they 
were now entitled to enter an emphatic 
protest against its continuance. The fact 
that a foolish thing had been done for | 
twenty years was no reason for its further 
repetition, A large body of opinion in 
the House had always protested against 
this method of legislation. That this was 
a crude and ill-considered Bill was shown 
by the fact that it embodied many an- 
tiquated and obsolete Acts. It was time 
some steps were taken to separate the 
wheat from the chaff, and to make 
permanent those laws which should be 
permanent, and irepeal those which 
had become obsolete. Nobody would 
suggest the repeal of the Ballot Act or 
the Corrupt Practices Act, and it was 
absurd that the House should be asked 
every year to re-enact those measures 
instead of their being made permanent. 
Sir Stafford Northcote, Mr. Disraeli, the 
late Lord Salisbury, and many others, had 
declared that the system should be care- 
fully considered, and brought within 
stricter limits, while in 1874 Mr. Disraeli 
distinctly premised that two Acts, one 
of which was the Arms Act, should no 
longer be included in the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill, and that if its con- 
tinuance was necessary a separate Bill 
would be introduced. Not the slightest 
effort had been made to give effect to 
those pledges, and the Arms Act. still 
appeared in the schedule. To show the 
absurdity of the inclusion of some of the 
Acts he might mention the Sand Grouse 
Act. He was not an authority on grouse, 
but he was informed that there were no 
sand grouse in the country; why, then, 
should the House be asked to re-enact 
that measure? Another Act was one 
dealing with the Irish linen trade. It, 
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was seventy-one years old, and there 
was not a single clause init to which any 
member of the linen trade paid the 
slightest attention. The time had come 
when the House should take a firm stand 
and insist on the fulfilment of the pledges 
which had been given. Nationalist Mem- 
bers would continue to oppose with the 
utmost energy the passing of this Bill so 
long as it included the re-enactment otf 
the Arms Act against which they had 
never ceased to protest, and which was 
administered all over Ireland in a 
scandalous and partisan manner, 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
joined in the protest against the method of 
legislation embodied in this Bill. After 
an absence of some years from Parliament 
he had noticed many changes in the 
House, in its procedure, and in its per- 
sonnel; only one thing seemed un- 
changeable, and that was the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill. Governments 
might come and Governments might go. 
but the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill 
went on for ever. If there was one thing 
more than another which he had heard 
inveighed against by Judges on the Bench 
and all who had to deal with the ad- 
ministration of the law it was legislation 
by reference. Ifthere was an\ thing worse 
than legislation by reference it was legisla- 
tion by an Expiring LawsContinuance Bill. 
Ii Acts were good they should be made 
permanent; if they were bad they should 
be removed from the Statute-book. To 
take only one instance, Members probably 
did not know that the Sunday Closing 
Act was a partial Bill applying only to 
certain parts of Ireland. If it wasa good 
Bill it should be applied to the-other parts, 


| and ifit was bad it should be removed from 


the Statute-book. He protested against 
the method of legislation which was 
exemplified by the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) rose to con- 
tinue the debate. 


Mr. A. J. Batrour rose in his place, 


and claimed to move, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 
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Question put, “That the Question be ! 


now put.” 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Angustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. RtHn Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Buti her, John (reorge 


Campbell, J.H.M. (Dublin Univ 


Henry 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain. Rt HnJ.A.( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratio D.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber Edmund B. (Hants), W. 
Fellowes Rt.Hn. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Rt HnSirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 


Chive, 
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Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir August us Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj-Evans(‘T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(BrySEd n/nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

rroves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marsha!l 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG( Midd’ x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( Lond nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath,Sir James(Statfords. NW 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope.J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John (Kent, Faversh’ m 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lawson, JohnGrant (Yorks,NR 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon.FHeneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut-Col. A. R. 

| Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,Raginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire } 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

} Milvain, Thomas 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 206; Noes, 
(Division List No. 32..) 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw.James(Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S.G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry & 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’um. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan John 

Talbot,,Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Tauntor 
Welby,'Sir Charles GE.(Notts.) 
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Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne | Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) | TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon Wortley, Rt.Hon. C.B.Stuart- Sir Alexander — Acland- 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| 
| 


Hood, and Viscount 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) Wylie, Alexander Valentia. 
NOES. 
Abraham, William (Cork, NE) { Healy, Timothy Michael | O'Malley, William 


Ainsworth, John Stirling Helme, Norval Watson O'Mara, James 
Allen, Charles P Henderson, Arthur (Durham) O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Ambrose, Robert Higham, John Sharp O’Shee, James John 


Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, § ) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

> Allan Heywood 
ee Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, Haviland 

ar -ae Charles( Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing. Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, SirWilfred (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 


! Pease, J. 


A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John (Galway East) 
20e, Sir Thomas 

Charles Day 

Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Lose, 
Samuel, 
Samuel, 


Cogan, Denis J. Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington | Shackleton. David James 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Leigh, Sir Joseph Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Crean, Eugene Levy, Maurice Sheehy, David 

Cremer, William Randal Lough, Thomas Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Crombie, John William Lundon, W. Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Crooks, William Lyell, Charles Henry Slack, John Bamford 
Cullinan, J MacNeill, John Gordon Switt | Soames. Arthur Wellesley 
Delany, Williain MacVeagh, Jeremiah Soares, Ernest x ; 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) Spencer, RtHnC.R.( Northants) 
Dobbie, Joseph M‘Fadden, Edward Sullivan, Donal 

Ponelan, Captain A. M‘Hugh, Patrick A. Tavlor, Theodore C. (Radecliti+) 
Doogan, P. ¢ M' Kean, John Tennant, Harold John 


Dunean, J. Hastings 


M'Kenna, Reginald 


Thomas, “a id Alfred(Merthy: 


Edwards, Frank M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh'n,N 
Elibank, Master of Mansfield, Horace Rendall Tomkinson, James ‘ 
Ellice,Capt.EC(S. Andrw’sBghs | Mooney, John J Toulmin, George 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Trevelyan. Charles P hilips 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas Moss, Samuel Villiers. Ernest Amherst 

Eve, Harry Trelawney Muldoon, John Warner. Thomas Courtenay I. 
Farrell, James Patrick Murnaghan, George Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Fenwick Charles Murphy, John Weir. James Galloway 


Ffrench, Peter 





Nannetti, Joseph P. 





White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| 
Field, William Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) | White, Patrick (Meath, North) | 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South | Whiteley, George (York. W.R.) | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph Nussey, Thomas Willans Whitley, J. (Halifax) 
flynn, James Christopher O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Fuller, J. M. F. O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Gilhooly, James O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
{ ‘ladstone, Ri Ha Becheridieln O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) ] 
Goddard, Daniel Ford O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | Wilson, John (Falkirk) ] 
Griffith, Ellis J. O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Woodhouse, SirJT.( Hudderstd 
Hammond, John O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) Youn , Samuel - 
Harcourt, Lewis O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) I 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | O'Dowd, John TELLERS FOR THE NOES— I 
Hayden, John Patrick O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Mr. Churchill and Major I 
Hayter,JRt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. | O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N Seely. I 
Question put accordingly, That the | The House divided :—Ayes, 206; Noes, 
words proposed to be leit out stand | 161. (Division List No. 321.) 
part of the Question.” ; 
AYES. ( 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Arkwright, John Stanhope Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John . 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden | Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. Hugh O. | Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. : 


Anson, Sir William Reynell | Arrol, § Sir William Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
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Bailey, James (Walworth) 
saird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord ’ 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes,Rt Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirRB.(Inv’rn’ss. 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’ ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’rySEdm’nds 


{1 Aucust 1905} 


| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) ' 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hal!, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Middx 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nd’rry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, SirJames (Statfords. NW 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
' Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, John( Kent Faversham 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.{ Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks,N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MKillop, James (Stirlingsh ire 
Marks, Harry Hanane! 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire | 
| Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow | 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) | 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardi.?} 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomse n: 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Xolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo' 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe. William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC (North’ mb. Tyneside: 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthuur (Ormskir< 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M°Taggar 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniy 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. %. 
Tutf, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.‘SirWilliam H 
Warde, Col. C. E 

Welby. Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. } 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS THE AYES—- 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


FOR 





Adjournment 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

3arran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt. E.C.(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson. Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wi.liam (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney. John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire ) 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W | 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 








O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| Whittaker, 


| TELLERS 
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O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Thresihe( Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
20e, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sinclair. John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thompson, Dr. E C( MonaghanN 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


| Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Woodhouse, SirJT.(Hudderst'd 


Young, Samuel 


NOES— 
Major 


FOR 
Churchill 


THE 


Mr. and 


of @ Speech indicates reviston, hy tho Wostow 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | O’ Kelly, James(Rocsommon,N 
| O'Malley. William | 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Mr. A. J. Batrour claimed, “ That the 
Main Question be now put. ” 


Main Qiestion put accordingly, and 


agreed to, 


Billread a second time, and committed 


ior To-morrow. 





Seely. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 31st day of July, M. 
SPEAKER adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at nineteen minutes 
before Two o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 2nd August, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Returns, 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas 
and Coke Company Bill [Lordsj. Read a 
second time, and committed. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Verbal Amendments 
made; Bill read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Clasgow Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Corporation 
‘Tramways Consolidation) Order Con- 
irmation Bill [Lords]; Glasgow Univer- 
sity Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]; 
~ Paisley District Tramways Order Con- 
- firmation Bill [Lords]. Read the third 
= time, and passed, without Amendment. 


Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation 
Bill{Lords]. Read a second time ; to be 
considered upon Friday. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Various Powers) Bill[Lords]. Reported, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
= the Table, and to be printed. 


Asterisk (*) at the commencement 


. Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate‘Bill 

‘“ [Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment. Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


PETITIONS. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL. 
Petition from Walsall, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. CL. [Fourtu Sertes.] 


{2 Auausr 1905} 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


] 
| 
| poe 


| COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
| SITTINGS). 

| . 

| Return presented, relative thereto 


| [Address Ist August; Mr. Cochrane]; to 
ilie wpon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 284.] 


| 
| DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR AC- 
| CELERATED BY PRIVATION (LONDON). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 24th March; Mr. Talbot]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| [No. 285.] 


NATIONAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
(TEACHERS). 





Return presented, relative thereto 
| [ordered 4th May; Mr. Dillon]; to lie 
| upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
286.] 


CHINA (No. 1, 1905). 


Copy presented, of Report by Mr. A 
| Hosie, His Majesty’s Consul-General at 
| Chengtu, on a journey to the Eastern 
| Frontier of Tibet (with a map) [by 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Adjournment Motions under Stand- 
ing Order No. 10. Return relative thereto 
[ordered Ist August; Mr. Caldwell]; to 
be printed. [No. 287.] 


2. Closure of Debate (Standing Order 
No. 26). Return relative thereto [ordered 


Ist August; Mr. Caldwell}; to be 
printed. [No. 288.] 
3. Divisions of the House. Return 


relative thereto [ordered Ist August; 
Mr. Caldwell); to be printed. 


4. Public Bills. Return relative thereto 
[ordered Ist August; Mr, Caldwell]; to 
be priuted. 

2x 
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5. Public Petitions. Return relative 
thereto [ordered lst August; Mr. Cald- 
well]; to be printed. 


6. Select Committees. Return relative 
thereto [ordered Ist August; Mr. Cald- 
well]; to be printed. 


7. Sittings of the House. Return 
relative thereto [ordered Ist August ; 
Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 


8. Business of the House (Days 
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occupied by Government and by Private 
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Questions. 


Members). Return relative thereto 
[ordered Ist August; Mr. Caldwell]; to 
be printed. [No. 289.] 


9, Private Bills and Private Business. 
Return relative thereto [ordered Ist 
August ; Mr. Caldwell]; to be printed. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS COUNTIES 
(IRELAND) (RATES.) 

Return ordered, “of Local Rates 
in Congested Districts Counties in Ire- 
land during the years 1900 to 1905, in 
the following form :— 





Poor rate per £ of valuation for 





Separate charges. 





| 
| 
| General purposes. 








l ol Total 
Congested Dis-| Rural y | L 3 | n poor rate 
tricts County. | district. ey, + o | & = , = per £ of 
= a | eas aa | OS = valuation 
| fe, HS ees SS | 0 = 
Ea S| ions = i oe S 
| 22 s\; 3s | Se Se} 2 | Se 
| pe |S )3] 3s | 22] 2 | sz 
| 2) 8/2 |]ar| be |s |! a8 
~ ~ _ o _ | ~ = 
(1) | (2) (3) (4) | (8) (6) | (7) | (8) (9) (10) 
es ee ae 
| Si de, ci) de iss. Say “e;. Gi ay ade “Tee ie oie a 
| 
} 








—(Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell.\ 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Staircases in Parliament Buildings. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether it can be arranged to 
improve and enlarge the existing stair- 
cases leading from the Strangers’ Smoke 
Room and the Terrace to the Lobbies; 
and can such staircases be covered with 
carpet or felt instead of the oilcloth they 
are at present covered with. 

(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
First Commissioner fears that structural 





difficulties would prevent the widening 
of these staircases. He is of opinion 
that where there is so large an amount of 
traffic linoleum is preferable to carpet or 
felt, as it is more cleanly. 


Men Recruited for Army in Ireland. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan. 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state how many Army 
recruits have been obtained in Ireland 
for the half-year ended June 30th, 1905 ; 
and what was the number of men 
annually recruited for the Army in 
Ireland for the past ten years, 
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The figures are as follows :— 


(Juestions. 














For Regular Army. Militia. 

During 1895 2,991 4,990 
1896 2,796 5,387 

1897 3,858 5,845 

1898 4,094 6,060 

1899 3,987 5,606 

1900 4,040 3,574 

1901 3,778 3,781 
1902. : , 4,691 5,085 

1903, first nine months . 2,652 4,222 

1903, last three months . 1,115 | 1,218 

3,767 5,440 

1904 ‘ 4 : , 3,624 4,611 

During six months ended 30th June, 1905 . 1,362 2,798 





The Wheat Supply of Great Britain. 
Germany, France, and Italy. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
what were the average prices of wheat 
per imperial quarter in the United 
Kingdom, Germany, France, and Italy, 
respectively, at the end of June, 1905; 





what were the duties on imported wheat 
per imperial quarter in each of these 
countries at that time; and what were 
the approximate percentages of imported 
wheat in the total wheat supply of each 
of these countries. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 








United Kingdom. Germany. France. Italy. 
Average price of 31s. d/. 37s. Ld. 41s. (official 47s. 8d. 
Wheat per imperial (English (Berlin price) price) 
quarter at end of | Guzette price) 35s. 1d. 
June, 1905 31s, 2d. (Breslau price) 
(average import 
value during 
June) 
Duty on imported Nil. is. Td. 12s, 3d. 13s. 1d. 
Wheat per imperial 
quarter at end of 
June, 1905 
Approximate per-| 82 percent. | 37°2 per cent. 2°9 per cent. | 13°4 per cent. 
centage of  im- | 
ported Wheat in | 
total Wheat sup- | 
ply | 
(Cereal year 1903-4.) | 
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Wheat Grown in and Imported into 
the United Kingdom. 

' Dr. SHIPMAN: To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade what were 
the amounts, respectively, for the year 
1904 of wheat grown in the United 
Kingdom, the wheat imported into the 
United Kingdom from British Colonies 
and Possessions, and the wheat imported 
into the United Kingdom from foreign 
countries, showing how much came from 
each of the several countries, Colonies, 

and Possessions respectively. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
estimated total produce of the wheat 
crop of the United Kingdom in 1904 was 
4,740,000 imperial quarters. The total 
quantity of wheat imported into the 
United Kingdom during the calendar 
vear 1904 from foreign countries 
amounted to 12,924,567 imperial quarters. 
The amount imported from British 


imperial quarters. For more detailed 
information I must refer the hon. Mem- 
ber to the “ Agricultural Statistics, 1901” 
[Cd. 2594], p. 88, and to the “Annual 
Statement ot the Trade of the United 
Kingdom for 1904” [Cd. 2497], p. 211. 


Hours of Duty of Railway Signalmen— 
Surprise Inspections, 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he will consider the adviss bility 
of introducing a systematic inspection of 
signalmen by surprise visits ; whether he , 
can arrange that in the more important 
signal boxes, where trains very frequently 
pass, a sufficient number of signalmen 
should be on duty, and also that the 
hours of service should be in ratio with 
the activity required ; and whether the 
existing method of points and sidings 
will be considered with a view to greater 
safety. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) If 
representations are made on behalf of 
the signalmen at any particular place | 
that their hours of duty are excessive, 
such representations will be dealt with 
under the Railway Regulation Act of 
1893, The question of safety in the 
working of points and sidings is one that 
receives the unremitting attention of the 
inspecting Officers of the Board of Trade. 
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(Jue stions. 


'The other matters raised by the hon. 


Member do not seem to come within the 
powers of the Department. 


Lancashire Electric Railway Accident— 
Timing of Trains. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if he will direct the 
attention of the inspector appointed to 
hold the inquiry into the Hall Road 
accident to the following facts, viz.: 
that the local Hall Road train timed to 
leave Liverpool at 6 p.m. is due at Hall 
Road at 6.18, and the express train to 
which the accident occurred leaves Liver- 
pool at 6.10 and is due at Southport at 
6.37; and whether the inspector will be 
directed to report whether, having regard 
to the relative rate of speed of the two 
trains, sufficient time is allowed to the 
local train at. Hall Road to shunt into 
the siding before the express passes 
through; and how many seconds are 
allowed by the company’s time tables to 
each stopping train on the Southport and 
Liverpool branch at intermediate stations 
for the purpose of setting down and 
taking up passengers, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
timing of these trains does not seem to 
have any direct bearing on the accident 
referred to, but I will bring my hon. and 
learned friend’s Question to the notice ot 
the inspecting officer who is holding the 
inquiry. 


Post Office Wages—Publication of Corres- 
ondence between Post Office and 
reasury. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
correspondence which has passed between 
the Post Office and the Treasury on his 
scheme for wages in the Post Othee. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I do not 
see that any useful purpose would be 
served by so doing. Full particulars of 
the alterations in the pay of the Post 
Office staff consequent on the proceedings 
of the Bradford Committee were furnished 
to hon. Members in the Return issued to 
the Order of the House in March last. 
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Appointment of Assistant Postal 
uperintendent at Huddersfield. 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): To ask the Postmaster-General 
when the post of assistant postmaster at 
the Huddersfield Post Office, which has 
been vacant since October 31st last, and 
respecting which he stated in April last 
he hoped to come to a decision very 
soon, Will be filled up; and what is the 
cuuse of the delay. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
vacancy referred to by the hon. Member 
is one for an assistant superintendent on 
the postai side, and I have now authorised 
the promotion of the officer who is now 
doing the duties. The promotion will 
ni from the beginning of the year. 

he peculiar circumstances of the office, 
eed there is a surplusage of telegraph 
force, have rendered the filling of this 
situation unusually difficult. 


Postal Facilities in the North of Ireland. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
compliance with the views submitted to 
lim by the deputation which recently 
waited on him from the city of Derry 
and other Ulster municipalities, he has 
made any arrangements for the dispatch 
of an additional mail bag from the North 
via Greenore and Holyhead; and, if so, 
when will such arrangements be carried 
into effect. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) As 1 
promised the deputation which called 
upon me with reference to this matter, I 
have instituted further inquiries on the 
question of using the Greenore route for 
the mail service between the North of 
Ireland and England. These inquiries 
are not yet complete, and I regret that 
I am not in a position to give a definite 
Answer to the hon. Member’s Question. 


Irish Postal Officials and the Postal Tele- 
graph Clerks Association. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow. 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the repeated assur- 
ances of Postmasters-General that the 
staff have the right to combine, he will 
state why the local secretaries of the 
Postal Telegraph Clerks’ Association at 
Armagh, Portadown, and Clones have 
been interfered with by the postmasters 
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and surveying staff; and will he explain 
why an attempt is being made to stamp 
out the Postal Telegraph Clerks’ Associa- 
tion in certain small towns in Ireland. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
nothing to add to my letter of July 11th, 
1905, in which I informed the hon. 
Member that the officer at Clones to 
whom he referred had no just ground of 
complaint. A similar Answer applies in 
the case of the officer at Portadown, and 
no complaint has reached me as regards 
Armagh. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General if he will explain 
why the supervising officials made official 
inquiries with reference to the sender 
and object of a telegram handed in at 
Clones Rail Post Office on March 4th 
dealing with the work of the Postal 
Telegraph Clerks’ Association. 


(Answered by Lod Stanley.) The 
explanation for which the hon, Member 
asks was given in my letter to him of 
April 4th, 1905. 


British Trade in Madeira. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether we 
have with Portugal any commercial 
treaty similar to that subsisting between 
that country anl Germany; w hether he 
is aware that British trade in Madeira is 
in jeopardy owing to special advan- 
tages conceded to or demanded by 
the Germans; and whether any steps 
are being taken by this Government to 
see that our trade has equal chances 
with other countries in Portugal. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The Answer 
to the first Question is in the negative. 
His Majesty’s Government are aware of 
the concessions to which the hon. 
Member draws attention, and are in 
communication with the Portuguese 
Government. 


Reports on Progress of Egypt. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will consider the 
desirability of suggesting to Lord Cromer 
the expediency of writing Reports show- 
ing the progress of Egypt, on lines 
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similar to the Reports showing the | 
progress of India. | 
| 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s | 
Government see no reason to suggest any | 
alteration in the form of Lord Cromer’s 
annual Reports on Egypt and Soudan, | 
which seem to them admirably suited 
to their purpose. 





(Juestions. 


Redistribution—Instructions to Boundary 
Commissioners as to Areas. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether the in- 
struction to Boundary Commissions on 
Parliamentary Redistribution will contain 
directions as to the areas; and, if so, 
whether such areas will be rural sanitary 
districts or petty sessional divisions. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
The instructions to any Boundary Com- | 
missioners who might be appointed 


would, no doubt, contain directions 
as to the considerations to which 
regard should be had in determining 


the boundaries of electoral areas, but 
I am not at present prepared to say 
what these directions should be. 


The Late District Medical Officer to the 
ylesbury Union. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he will 
explain why a district medical officer 
of the Aylesbury Union, after being 
re-elected for twenty-three years in 
succession, has now, when sixty-four 
years old and eligible in one year for 
superannuation, been deprived of his 
appointment; and whether, in view of 
the Superannuation Act, 1896, he pro- 
poses to take any, and, if any, what, 
action in the matter, 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Until recently the late medical officer 
did not reside in his district, and hence 
he was only appointed from year to 
year. I am not informed why, when 
an appointment had to be made this 
year, the guardians preferred to appoint 
the present holder of the office, but it 
was within their competence to do so if 
they thought fit. The matter is not one 


in which I can take any action. 
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Questions. 


Powers of the Government to Prohibit 
the Exportation of Coal. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General if he can 
state what powers the Government possess 
to prohibit the export of coal; whence 
they are derived ; and in what contingency 
they can be exercised, 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) 
This subject has been dealt with by 
recent legislation, the effect of which 
is as follows: Under the 8th Section of 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1879, there is power by Proclamation or 
Order in Council to prohibit the exporta- 
tion of arms, ammunition and gunpowder, 
military and naval stores, and any 
articles which His Majesty shall judge 
capable of being converted into or made 
useful in increasing the quantity of 
military or naval stores, provisions, or 
anv sort of victual which may be used 
as food for man. Under the Exportation 
of Arms Act, 1900, there is power by 
Proclamation to prohibit the exportation 
of all or any of the following articles, 
viz.: arms, ammunition, military and 
naval stores, and any article which His 
Majesty shall judge capable of being 
converted into or made useful in increas- 
ing the quantity of arms, ammunition, or 
military or naval stores to any country 
or place named in the Proclamation 
whenever His Majesty shall judge such 
prohibition to be exped ent, in order 
to prevent such arms, ammunition, 
military or naval stores being used against 
His Majesty’s subjects as forces, or 
against any forces engaged or which may 
be engaged in military or naval opera- 
tions in co-operat on with His Majesty’s 
forces. Coal suitable for use by vessels 
of war would fall under the category of 
naval stores in these enactments. The 
power conferred by the earlier of these 
enactments is general, and no special 
contingencies are prescribed for its 
exercise; the power conferred by the 
Act of 1900 may be exercised with regard 
to particular countries or places in the 
contingency mentioned in the Act. 


Deal and Walmer Castles. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he will state what sui 
was realised by the recent sale at Wal- 
mer Castle, and out of what funds the 
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castles at Walmer and Deal are main- 
tained; is it proposed to throw open 
Walmer Castle and grounds to the 
public ; and, if so, will he state the 
estimated annual cost of upkeep, and 
from what source the outlay will be 
derived. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) 1 am 
unable to state the amount realised by 
the sale of articles, the property of the 
late Lord Warden. The sale did not 
take place at Walmer Castle. Deal and 
Walmer Castles are now maintained out 
of Civil Votes. Walmer Castle and 
grounds have been open to the public 
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cost of upkeep will probably be about 
£500, to be met out of Votes of 
Parliament. 


Firing, Lighting, and Cleaning of Lemre- 
way School and Public Schools in the 
Parish of Lochs, Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord-Advo- 
cate if he will state what sum is paid 
annually for firing, lighting, and cleaning, 
respectively, at the Lemreway Public 
School, and at each public school in the 
parish of Lochs, Island of Lewis. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
following table gives the particulars 
required by the hon. Member for the 





























since June 12th last. The annual last four years :— 
1901-2, 1902-3. 1903-4. | 1904-5. 
Name of School. dor vee — ; | | we 
| Cleaning. | Cleaning. —— Cleaning. grow Cleaning. 
\2eaedis£ ad. |Z adi£«adisadi ax « 
|emreway Publi¢e School | } 8 $118 Le @) .- — 110 0 
Achmore - | Ie StL £ih Ff 9 | a = 110 O 
Airidhbhruaich ,, | ris £2 0 Oi 2 6 O | — —- 2 0 0 
Balallan 13 li Gi é 3 O0}4 0 6 — : F 0 
Cromore ~ | 18 912 501/23 00} — — 2 0 0 
Fidigary ‘a |4 0 6/4 0 0'4 3 0 - — |4 3 0 
Graver a F iS 4:52 8 OG) So 0 | — z 0 0 
Grimshader es | I 8 2) bie O)} b10 oO | = _ 110 0 
Kershader _,, }2 711/210 0/210 0; — —* eeng 
KKnock-ian-due _,, | i €@ 4 276 0) 2 16 06 } — eee 210 @ 
Lurebost ‘ 1217 6/3 0 0/110 0 a Tea 
Planasker i | 18 9}110 0/110 0; — als 110 0 
i. | 

Total - - 25 10 2/29 2 1/26 4 9 | _— — me € © 














Previous to 1903-4 the charges for 
fuel, light, and cleaning were required to 
be entered under one heading in 
the school returns. In that year the 


item “ Cleaning” was made a separate | 
heading, but it seems, from an examina- | 


tion of the returns of their schools, that 
the Lochs School Board have continued 
the practice of making, under one or 
other of the present healings, one entry 
only in respect of the three charges. 
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Deaths from Fire in Factories and 
orkshops. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
- Department whether he can grant a 
Return of the deaths from fire in 
factories and workshops during the last 
five or ten vears. 


(Answered by Mr. 
Douglas.) The figures before 1901 are 
not available, and could only be 
procured by a very laborious search 
among the accident reports. The 
number of deaths caused by the burning 
of premises, as reported by the factory 
inspectors, in each of the years 1901 to 
1904 were as follows, seven, twelve. 
three, and seven. 


Secretary Akers- 


Sale of Cooper's Hill Engineering College. 
Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
the premises and apparatus of the Royal 
Engineering College at Cooper’s Hill are 
to be sold aiter the closing of the college, 
or are to be transferred to any other | 
Department of State; what has been 
the total expenditure defrayed from the 
Indian revenues on the buildings and 
apparatus; and whether the Indian 
Exchequer will be recouped the present 
market value of the whole property. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Negotiations for the sale of the college 
are in progress, but no contract has yet 
been made. The total capital expendi- 
ture from Indian revenues on buildings 
and apparatus since 1870 ha’ been about 
£170,000. No sum has yet been agreed 
upon for the sale of the property. — 


Treasury Finance. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can 
explain the policy of the Treasury in 
postponing the payment of its debts and 
increasing balances ; and whether, seeing 
that the total receipts, including pay- 
ments on Exchequer bonds, are greater 
and the expenditure less than at a 
similar date last year, he can explain 
why, under these circumstances, Treasury | 
bills are renewed. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
In order to avoid an undue amount of 
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Questions. 


/ borrowing in December next, when a 


very large amount of Exchequer bonds 
has to be paid off, the balance in tiie 
Exchequer has to be gradually built up, 
and thus it seems to be unnecessarily 
large during the first eight months of the 
financial year. 


Appointment of Chaplains to Belfast 
Workhouse Sanatorium. 

Mr. JOSEPH PEVLIN (Kilkenny 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary tc the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the Belfast Board of Guardians, at their 
meeting on July 25th, 1905, rejected a 
motion in favour of the appointment of 
chaplains to the workhouse sanatorium ; 
whether the Local Government Board 
had, in a letter dated May 15th last, 
requested that these chaplains should be 
appointed; and, if so, whether he 
proposes to direct that the recommenda- 
tions of the Local Government Board be 
complied with immediately. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
appointment of chaplains for the 
auxiliary workhouse of the Belfast 
Union devolves upon the Local Govern- 
ment Board under Section 48 of 1 and 2 
Vict., cap. 56, and the necessary steps 
are being taken in the matter. 


Overcrowding of Insane Wards in 
Belfast Workhouse. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the overcrowding of the 
insane wards in the Belfast Workhouse, 
due to the fact that the Belfast Cor- 
poration refused to supply the necessary 
asylum accommodation for the patients, 
and whether this overcrowding was 
denounced by the official Irspecter of 
Lunacy in December, 1904, who recom- 
mended that inexpensive asylum 
accon modation should be provided for 
these patients elsewhere; and whether, 


seeing that in spite of the official 
recommendation nothing has been 
done by the corporation in the matter, 
and that the number of these patients 
at the workhouse is increasing, he will 
order an inquiry into the subject, or 
effective representations to be 


cause 
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mide to the local authorities with regard 
to it. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
number of insane inmates of Belfast 
Workhouse has, in recent years, been 
gieatly reduced by the transfer of such 
persons to the Belfast District Lunatic 
Asylum. Since 1898 the number of 
insane in the werkhouse has been 
reduced from 436 to ninety-six. In 
December, 1904, the Inspectors of 
Lunatic Asylums recommended that 
inexpensive buildings should be erected 
in connection with the asylum for the 
accommodation of the insane inmates 
of the workhouse. The necessary build- 
ings are now in course of erection. 


Free Railway Passes for Irish Members 
Travelling to and from the House of 
Commons. 

Mr. FIELD: ‘To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will consider the 
advisability of arranging, by legislation 
or otherwise, that Irish Members shall 
be enabled to travel free to and from 
the House of Commons during the 
session, seeing that such an arrangement 
prevails respecting Members of Parlia- 
ment in the Colonies, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It 
does not rest with me to consider the 
question of the feasibility or otherwise 
of making such arrangements. 


Corporal Punishment Rules—Meeting of 
National Education Commissioners. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what was the 
date of the meeting and the number 
of National Education Commissioners 
present when the new rules with refer- 
ence to corporal punishment in national 
schools were drafted and directed to 
be issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
date was December 6th, 1904. Fourteen 
Coumissioners were present out of a 
possible seventeen. 


Average Attendance and Equipment of 
Model Infants and Harryville Girls’ 
Schools, Ballymena. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
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‘if he can state what was the average 


attendance in the model infants and 
Harryville Girls’ Schools, Ballymena, for 
the month of June last; what is the 
accommodation, allowing ten square feet 
per pupil; and whether the three girls’ 
schools, stated to have accommodation 
for 104 pupils more than were in average 
attendance in the month of June last, 
are supplied with suitable desks, kinder- 
garten, and other equipment necessary 
for the teaching of infants. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
average attendance for June was, in Bally- 
mena Model Infants’ School, eighty, and in 
Harryville Girls’ School, 213. Allowing 
ten square feet of floor space per 
pupil, there is accommodation in the 
former school for eighty-one, and in the 
latter for 224 pupils. But on the basis, 
hitherto adopted, of eight square feet per 
pupil, there is accommodation in these 
schools for 101 and 280 pupils respec- 
tively. One of the three schools referred 
to in the reply to the hon. Member’s 
Question of July 24th,t has suitable 
kindergarte: desks and equipment 
necessary for infants, but the other two 
have not. On the completion of the 
Guy’s Infant School, towards the cost 
of which a grant has been made by 
the Commissioners, there will be ample 
suitable accommodation for the teaching 
of infants in Ballymena. 


Corporal Punishment Rules. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that the head 
teacher in a national school is obliged 
to make seven entries in the record 
book before he inflicts corporal punish- 
ment; and whether, considering the 
waste of time. he will consider the 
advisability of having the rules with- 
drawn altogether. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners have found it necessary 
to make regulations requiring that a 
book shall be kept in which all corporal 
punishment inflicted on children shall 
be recorded. A similar book is used in 
elementary schools in England, The 
entries referred to include the name of 
the pupil, the standard, the date, the 





t See page 37. 
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nature of the punishment, and the 
teacher’s signature. The Commissioners 
have ne intention of withdrawing these 
regulations. 


Altmore Estate, Letterkenny. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will explain 
the cause of the delay on the part of 
the Estates Commissioners in dealing 
with the Altmore Estate, Letterkenny, 
the property of Mr. E. C. Mansfield ; 


if the Estates Commissioners will, after | 


twelve months, now communicate their 
decision either to accept or to decline the 
offer to purchase this property; how 


many inspections of it they have already | 


made; and what has been done since 
the date of the last. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) An 
originating application in respect of the 
direct sale, by landlord to tenants, of 
the estate of Mr. E. C. Mansfield was 
lodged on July 15th, 1905. Previously 
the Commissioners had, at the request of 
the owner, caused a preliminary inspec- 
tion to be made of the demesne on the 
estate for the purpose of ascertaining 
what amount could be advanced upon 
it. The inspector's report was 1eceived 
on December Ist, 1904, and the result 
communicated to the landlord. The 
application which has now been received 
will be taken up in order of priority. 
There has been no delay on the part of 
the Commissioners, 


Accounts of late Staff Officer of Royal 
Irish Constabulary. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
give particulars as to the dates upon 
which the bank pass book and accounts 
of the late staff officer of the Royal | 
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| deceased officer, considering the amount 
| deducted from the amount of life assur- 
| ance accruing to him as the result of the 


Lord- 
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(Questions. 


|ex parte charge of falsification brought 
| against him. 


| 
| 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) beg 
to refer to the very full replies which | 
have given to the hon. Member’s previous 
Questions on this subject. The Govern- 
ment have already more than once 
expressed the opinion that the applica- 
tions made on behalf of the widow were 
not such as to warrant the expendi- 
ture of public money. I may add that 
the widow of the deceased and 
solicitor were afforded full opportunity 
of satisfying themselves of the misap- 
| propriation of funds. 


her 


| The “ Western News” and the Ballinasloe 
| Urban District Council. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): To ask 
'the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
'tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
'that, althoagh the Local Government 
| Board had issued a sealed order exclud- 
‘ing the representative of the Western 
| News from the meetings of the Ballinasloe 
| Urban Council, a magistrate of the 
| Ballinasloe district has signed summonses 
charging councillors for putting the order 
|in force; and whether, in view of the 
| inconvenience and expense caused to 
| defendants, he will say what action he 
| proposes to take in the matter. 


| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Local Government Board, acting upon a 
'resolution of the Ballinasloe Urban 
| District Council, have issued a sealed 
order to the effect stated, under the 
powers conferred on them by Section 15 
| of The Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1902. I am informed that a summons, 
at the suit of the proprietor of the 
Western News, has been issued against 


Irish Constabulary Office were checked | five members of the council for con- 
and audited, within the four years Spiring to injure him in his trade. The 
prior to his death. and as to what proof | Government cannot interfere with magis- 
had been brought forward to show that | trates in the discharge of their judicial 
the receipts furnished to the late staff | functions. 

officer by members of the Royal Irish | 
Constabulary, to whom certain moneys | 
were paid, were themselves genuine; and | 
whether he will consider the advisability | 


Missionary Work in Chinese Compounds 
in the Transvaal. 


Str BRAMPTON GURDON (Nortolk, 


of granting some allowance, as it were| N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
deferred pay, to the widow of this| the Colonies whether he has any official 
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information showing that the promises 
made by ministers of religion in the 
Transvaal before the introduction of 
Chinese labour, with reference to future 
missionary work in the compounds, have 
been fulfilled. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Iam not in possession of official informa- 
tion as to the matter. Inquiries were 
being made in September last among the 
Chinese whether they desired the services 
of Christian ministers, but I am not 
aware with what result. 


Marconi Wireless Telegraphy in the 
Army. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, when the contract between the 
Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company 
ard the Admiralty was negotiated, the 
Admiralty were prohibited from extend- 


ing the benefits of their contract to the | 
whether similar privileges and_ 


Army ; 
rights were secured at the same time for 


the Army; and, if so, to what extent | 


have they been avuiled of, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Iam informed that the Admir- 
alty are pledged not to extend the 
benefits of their contract with the Mar- 
eoni Companys to other Departments, 
As regards the rest of the Question, no 


rights or privileges have been secured | 


for the Army from the Marconi Company. 


Suggested Retiring Allowances to Patrick 


Leary and James Russell, Militiamen, | 


of Longford. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called 


to the cases of Patrick Leary and James | 


Russell, of Longford, both of whom have 
served in the Militia for a period of 
thirty-five and twenty-three years re- 
spectively ; and whether, as their conduct 
was good, there is any fund available 
from which to give them a gratuity at 
the close of their service. 


(Answered ,by Mr. Secretary >Arnold- | 


Forster.) I am glad to have my atten- 
tion drawn to the long service of the 
Militiamen mentioned. 


{2 Avuaust 1905} 


| Crown; 


The regulations, | 
however, do not admit of the grant of. 
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any retiring allowance or gratuity at the 
expiration of Militia service. 


Duties, Emoluments, and Rights of 
Patronage of Warden of the Cinque Ports. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he will state the duties of 
the Warden of the Cinque Ports; and 
what emoluments or rights of patronage 
are derived from the office. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
1. There are now practically no impor- 
tant duties which the Lord Warden of 
the Cinque Ports has to exercise in- 
dividually except those of the chairman 
of the Dover Harbour Board. 2. The 
}emoluments arising from the office are 
| practically confined to certain Admiralty 
droits, the amount of which is insigni- 
ficant. Walmer Castle is now no 
‘longer available for use as a private 
(residence. 3. The patronage attached 
to the office, speaking generally, consists— 
(i.) Of the right to appoint the Judge 
of the Cinque Ports Admiralty Court, 
the Registrar of the Cinque Ports, and 
the Marshal of the Court ; (11.) The night 
of appointing Salvage Commissioners at 
each Cinque Port; (ii.) The nomination 
of magistrates for appointment by the 
(iv.) The appointment of a 
deputy to act as chairman of the Dover 
Harbour Board in case of his absence. 





Lincolnshire and the Redistribution 

roposals. 

Sir CHARLES WELBY (Nottinzham- 
shire, Newark): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he is aware that 
the county of Lincoln has from time im- 
memorial been divided into three parts, 
viz., the Parts of Lindsey, Kesteven, and 
Holland; that each of these parts is a 
separate county for the purposes of local 
government; and that they contain, in 
round numbers, four-sevenths, two- 
sevenths, and one-seventh, respectively, 
of the population of the county, exclusive 
'of the large boroughs; whether he is 
'aware that Lincolnshire has now seven 
Parliamentary divisions, the boundaries 
_ of which follow in the main the boundaries 
of the three parts; whether, under the 
scheme of the Government, it is proposed, 
while preserving the borough of Boston, 
with 20,456 population, to abolish a 
county divison with a population of some 
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50,000, thus obliterating, for Parliamen- 
tary purposes, the historic division of the 
county into parts; and whether he will 
consider the alternative of making the 
borough of Boston the centre of a county 
division and thus bring up the average 
population per division to some 53,000, 
and the total population of the county to 
some 370,000, at which figure it would, 
under the scheme, be entitled to retain its 
seven Members. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) Lin- 
colnshire is and has been divided into 
three parts, viz., the Parts of Lindsey, 
Kesteven, and Holland. Each of these 
parts is a separite administrative county 
for the purposes of local government. 
Exclusive of the two county boroughs 
of Lincoln and Grimsby and the extra- 
municipal areas attached to these county 
boroughs to form the two Parliamentary 
boroughs of Lincoln and Great Grimsby, 
the aggregate population of the three 
parts, according to the Census of 1901, is 
370,073, made up as follows :-- 


Lindsey (exclusive of the two 


boroughs). ‘ 188,501 
Kesteven (including Grantham) 103,962 
Holland (including Boston) 77,610 

370,073 


One-seventh of 370,073 is 52 867. 


Lindsey has therefore less than four- 


sevenths of the total population. 
Kesteven has therefore nearly two- 
sevenths of the total population. 


Holland has therefore more than one- 
seventh of the total population. The 
Parliamentary county of Lincoln as at 
present constituted h.s a population of 
330,452, and seven Members. ‘The 


average population per Member being 
47,207. The historic divisions of the 


county were deviated from to some 
extent in 1885. It does not seem im- 
practicable if the county (minus Boston) 
is divided into six divisions, as proposed 
in the Government scheme, to observe 
more strictly than at present the historic 
divisions referred to, but this would be a 

matter for inquiry. If the Parliamentary 
borough of Boston were merged in the 
county, the Parliamentary county, with 
a population of 570,073, would be en- 
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| six Members only. 





Questions. 
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To entitle it to 
retain its present seven Members the 
population would have to be more than 
390,000, i.e., six times 65,000. If the 
Government scheme was modified by 
merging Boston in a county division, as 
proposed, the number of the Lincoln- 
shire borough Members would be reduced 
to two; whilst the number of the county 
Members would be six as under the 
scheme, eight. But under the scheme, is 
it stands, the total number of the 
Lincolnshire Members would be nine, viz., 
six county Members and three borough 
Members. 


Lancashire Cotton Industry—Gambling 
Operations. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he is aware that, 
in consequence of the disorganisation of 
the cotton industry, mainly due to 
gambling operations in Liverpool, arti- 
ficially raising the price of American 
cotton to 6d. a pound, the Federation oj 
Master Employers in Lancashire have 
refused to meet the operatives’ demand 
for a rise in wages; and that, as a result, 
the operatives have threatened to send 
in notices for a general strike, to begin 
next month ; whether he is aware that it 
is officially proved that the cause for this 
advance in the price of raw material is 
the outcome of misrepresentation in 
statistics and returns, and that President 
Roosevelt has ordered an official investiga- 
tion; and whether he will confer with 
President Roosevelt with the object of 
adopting some international co-operative 
endeavour to prevent the evils arising 
from gambling operations in options and 
future contracts. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he is aware that 
the Lancashire Federation of Master 
Cotton Spinners on the 19th of July 
issued a circular appealing to the spin- 
ners on the Continent to co-operate with 
them in an endeavour to checkmate the 
manipulation of cotton by speculators; 
whether he is aware that, in the opinion 
of the Manchester Cotton Exchange, 
unless the designs of speculators are 
defeated, the cotton-spinning industry 
may again experience unprofitable trade, 
which would render nec essary the adop- 


titled under the Government scheme to|tion of short-time working; that the 
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chairman of the International Cotton 
Committee has summoned a meeting, 
to be held in London on the 31st inst., to 
consider what recommendations should 
be made to counteract the operations of 
gambling in the raw material; and 
whether he can state what steps, if any, 
the Government intend to propose to 
safeguard the welfare of the cotton 
industry. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Baljour.) In 
reply to these two Questions, I fear | 
ein only refer the hon. Member to the 
Answers [I have previously given him, 
as I have really nothing to add to them. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Works Acts Annuities. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can give an estimate of 
the amount of the atnuities under the 
Naval Works Acts, chargeable to Vote 10, 
in each of the six financial years 
following the present. ; 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The estimated amount of the 
annuity in 1906-7 is £1,115,800. It 
is not possible at present to estimate 
the amounts for the succeeding years, 
but it is probable that by 1911-12 the 
amount of the annuity will have risen to 
£1,500,000, 


The War Secretary's Conference with 
Volunteer Officers. 

CoLonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether a report in short- 
hand was taken of the proceedings at 
the meeting which he held with Volun- 
teer officers at the House of Commons 
on Friday, 28th July ; and, if so, whether 
he will arrange for the printing and cir 
culation among Volunteer commanding 
officers of a transcript of such report. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): A report was made for the in- 
jormation of the Army Council. Person- 
ally I should be very glad to issue the 


{2 Aucusr 1905} 


(Juestions. 1330 


report, as I believe that its publication 
would do nothing but good; but I 
confess I am doubtful whether it is 
altogether in the interests of Volunteer 
officers that such publication should 
take place. The recent meeting was a 
private one, and derives its value from 
the freedom with which the officers 
present made suggestions and expressed 
their opinions. I am by no means 
certain that subsequent meetings would 
have the same value, if those taking patt 
in them were aware that they were 
appealing to the public, nor am I con 
fident that such a proceeding would be 
in the best interests of discipline. 


Rifle Ranges and Ammunition for 
Volunteers. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state if any, 
and what, progress has been made 
during the last six months in the 
provision of an increased number of 
rifle ranges for Volunteer corps, and 
a more plentiful and cheaper supply of 
ammunition than is possible under the 
existing regulations. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As regards 
ranges fifteen have been opened during 
the last six months and the construction 
of nine more has been approved and has 
been commenced. As regards ammuni- 
tion, my hon. friend’s suggestion to 
supply further ammunition gratuitously 
would involve the expenditure of public 
money which is not at present available. 


Mr. RENWICK: I did not ask for 


gratuitous supplies of ammunition. 


Mr. ARNOLD-¥ORSTER: It is now 
supplied at the lowest price the War 
Office can produce it, and the supply 
must be either at that rate or gratuitous. 


Mr. RENWICK: Are these 
ranges for the Volunteers ? 


new 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, they 
are for the Auxiliary Forces. 


The Guards’ Headdress. 
Mr. RENWICK: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
can be, arranged that during the 








1331 


existing hot weather lighter headgear 
than the regulation busbies be worn by 
the Guards on sentry and guard duty at 
the Royal palaces and Government offices. 


Questions. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing): Is it not the fact that the term 
busby has never yet been applied 
to the headdress of the Guards, and is 
the bearskin not much more. useful in 
keeping out wet, cold, and heat than any 
other form of headdress ? 


Mr. RENWICK: I mean, of course, | 


the picturesque but barbarous head- 


dress that is at present worn by the | 


Guards. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I had 
anticipated the indignant protest of my 
hon. and gallant friend. According to 
the Regulations, full dress, with full dress 
headdress, must be worn by Guards on 
Royal residences and in London. There 
is no other full dress headdress for the 
Brigade of Guards than the bearskin cap, 
and this is considered to afford perfect 
protection from the sun. It is not 
contemplated to make any change. 


Army Contracts. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that a firm of con- 
tractors are working on orders for his 
Department excessive hours, while the 
workshops in the Royal Arsenal, Wool- 
wich, are standing idle and men being 
discharged who usually execute this 
kind of work; and will he endeavour to 
proportion the orders in such a way so 
as to obviate the necessity of discharging 
men from the Royal Arsenal. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman bear in 
mind that the men of Sheffield are as 
liable to hunger as the men of Woolwich ? 


Mr. CROOKS: Well, that is strange. 
We do live and learn. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am not 
aware of the factsrelated, but if the hon. 
Member would kindly give me the name 
of the firm and the nature of the work 
to which he alludes I will have the 


matter inquired into. The necessity forthe 
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Questions. 


discharge of men from the Royal Arsenal 
is much regretted, but under present 
circumstances it is unavoidable, 


War Office and Motor-Cars. 
Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 


sex, Uxbridge): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if his 
Department are in negotiation with 


a Mr. Leinkhauf, or anvone else, to pur- 
chase 350 or any less number of motor- 
cars abroad for War Office use; and, if 
| so, whether any opportunity will be given 
to English houses to compete for thie 
| order, 





Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The War 
Department is not in negotiation with 
anyone to purchase motor-cars abroad 
for War Office use. 


Epizootic Lymphangitis. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state the approxi- 
mate date from which South African 
horse disease recently appeared in Great 
Britain; the number of Army horses 
affected ; the districts in which the 
disease has been and is at present; the 
number of horses slaughtered; and the 
number of stables closed, and shows and 
race meetings stopped, in Great Britain 
because of the outbreak of this disease. 





Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Epizootic 
lymphangitis appeared in Great Brita 
in August, 1902. Up to July 31st, 1905, 
there have been 533 cases of Army 
horses affected, and of these 419 have 
been slaughtered. Detailed information 
as to the military districts in which the 
cases have occurred will be given in a 
Return recently promised in another 
place. As regards the last part of the 
Question, the actions referred to do not 
fall within the province of the Secretary 
of State for War. 


Mr. CULLINAN : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman deny the facts set out in this 
Question 4 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I know 
nothing about them. 


Mr. CULLINAN: What Department 
is responsible then ? 
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Chinese Coolies in the Transvaal. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether, having regard to 
the fact that there are now 40,000 Chinese 
coolies on the Rand, and to the fact that 
Sir George Farrar, in commending the 
introduction of the Chinese coolies to the 
people of the Transvaal, mentioned from 
20,000 to 30,000 coolies as the limit of 
requirement, to the fact that Lord Lans- 
downe, in another place, gave the 
assurance, on February 12th, 1904, that 
the proposal of the Government was to 
try the experiment of introducing Chinese 
coolies to the Transvaal on a limited 


scale, and to the fact that constant 


rioting is taking place among the coolies, , 


he will now put a limit to the further 
importation of Chinese coolies into the 
Transvaal, 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretroy, 
Warwick and Leamington): I would 
refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
given by me to a Question of his of similar 
tenor on February 23rd.¢ It is not the 
fact, according to my information, that 
constant rioting is taking place among the 
coolies. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Having regard to 
the facts set out in the Question, will the 
Government now put a limit to this 
importation ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I have nothing to 
add to my previous Answer to that 
Question. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Then the purport 
of the Answer is that it is intended to 
continue the importation of Chinese 
coolies, 


Me. LYTTELTON : 
entirely upon the necessities of the mines, 
and on the opinion of the Transvaal 
Government. 


Grant to Northern Nigeria. 
Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) : I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for the Colonies | 


whether his attention has been drawn to 
the statement in Cd. 2564 that the 


t+ See (4) Debates, exli., 1092. 
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| Parliamentary grant for 1905-6 to 
Northern Nigeria is £375,000, whilst the 
crant-in-aid in our own Civil Service 
Estimates, page 456, is stated to be 
£320,000; and what is the explanation 
of this apparent discrepancy. 


Questions. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: A note should 
have been added to the estimates for 
Northern (and I may add Southern) 
Nigeria, printed in Cd. 2564, to the effect 
that the figures there given were subject 
to revision. The correct amount of the 
grant-in-aid is £320,000. 

Treatment of Chinese Coolies in British 
North Borneo. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affsirs whether 
the conditions under which Chinese 


coolies are employed in British North 
Borneo are subject to any pledge given 
to the Chinese Government to the 
effect that corporal punishment should 
not be inflicted upon Chinese coolies ; 
and, if not, will he consider the expedi- 
ency of securing for these coolies labour 
rights which will exempt them from 


going 
flogging 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): So far as the British 
North Borneo Company are aware, no 
pledge has ever been asked for by, or 
given to, the Chinese Government with 
regard to the flogging of coolies in British 
North Borneo. 


Mr. WEIR: Are we to understand 
that there is continual flogging of these 
poor unfortunate individuals ¢ 


Earzt PERCY: I have no information 
/on the point. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord in- 


quire ¢ 


Eart PERCY: If the hon. Member 
can submit any facts calling for inquiry 
I will make it. 


| Mr. WEIR: Do you want me to go 
| to British North Borneo ? 


| “=~ 
| [No Answer was returned.] 
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Corridor Railway Carriage Exits. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether the at- 
tention of the Board has been called to 
the growing practice of railway companies 
of substituting for carriages with com- 
partments of six or more seats and two 
side doors affording prompt means of 
exit, long carriages with a narrow corridor 
with a much smaller proportion of, and, 
in some cases, no side doors, the result 
being impossibility of quick exit, and, in 
case of accident, consequent danger to 
the passengers ; 


Questions. 





in the interests of public safety. 
PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
THE BOARD or 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): The Board of Trade are 
aware that the use of corridor carriages 
with few or no side doors is increasing on 
railways, but no accident is known to 
have occurred, or to have been aggra- 

ated through the absence of side doors. 
It may be pointed out that in the case 
of most tube railways no use could be 
made of side doors, if provided, in the 
event of an accident occurring in the 
tube. The Board of Trade do not as at 
present advised consider any action to 
be necessary, but the whole question will | 
be carefully watched, 


THE 
TARY To 


Staircases in Parliament Buildings. 

Mr. RENWICK: I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Chorley, as represent- 
ing the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether it can be arranged to improve 


and whether it is pro- | 
posed to take any steps in the matter | 
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| subjects. 
| thus offered are Greek, Latin, 
| French, 
TRADE | 
| offered, 
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(Questions. 


| Examination in Languages for Candidates 
- ana ag Teachers in English 
chools 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion what are the languages, other than 
Znglish, incl:ded in the syllabus for the 
preliminary examination for the certifi- 
cate in 1907, which is to take the place 
of the King’s scholarship examination. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witi1aM Axson, Oxford University) : 
No language other than English is com- 
pulsory. Candidates are at liberty to 
offer one or two languages as optional 
The languages which may be 
German, 
Spanish, Portuguese, 
If two languages are 
must be one of 


Italian, 
Welsh, Hebrew. 
one of them 


| the first four ment oned. 


| 


Mr. BOLAND: Is there anything to 
prevent the Irish language being 
included ? 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: No candidates 
have yet offered themselves for examina- 
tion in Irish. 


Mr. BOLAND: If some do, will the 
hon. Baronet consider the advisability of 
including it ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: Yes, Sir. 


Cruisers Employed on Sea Police Duty. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 

Advocate if he will state the names of 

the cruisers now employed on sea police 





duty, their speed, tonnage, and the dis- 


€ nls » v} j “4 ] “ 3 ay - 
and enlarge the existing staircases lead | tricts they respectively patrol, specifying 
| which vessels are provided with search- 


ing from the Strangers’ Smoke Room and | 
the Terrace to che Lobbies ; and can such | 
staircases be covered with carpet or felt | 
instead ofthe oilcloth they are at present 
covered with. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The First Commissioner fears | 
that structural difficulties would prevent 
the widening of these staircases. He is 
of opinion that where there is so large 
an amount of traffic linoleum is prefer- | 
able to carpet or felt, as it is more 
cleanly. 


| Dickson, 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| lights. 


*THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorz 
Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
names, speed, and gross tonnage of the 
vessels employed on sea police duty 
are— 


“Vigilant” 11 knots 185 
‘‘Brenda” 123 ,, 174 
“Minna” 123 ,, 281 
“Freya” 123 ,, 280 


The cruisers have no specific district 
to patrol, their stations being changed 
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periodically. All except the “ Vigilant ” 
are provided with search-lights, In 
addition to the above-named cruisers 
H.M.S. “Harrier ” is available for similar 
duty. 


Questions. 


Scottisi Congested Districts and the 


Mansfield Commission Recommendations. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is yet in a position 
to state to what extent the Secretary for 
Scotland proposes to apply the recom- 
mendations of the Mansfield Commission 
to the Island of Lewis and Western 
Highlands. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Secte- 
tary for Scotland hopes to be ina position 
at an early date to intimate to what 
extent he can give effect to the recom- 
mendations of Lord Mansfield’s Commis- 
sion both in the counties of Sutherland 
and Caithness and generally in the con- 
gested area. 


The Fishery Cruiser ‘‘ Norna.” 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, having regard to the fact 
> 
was recently sold for £550 owing to the 
size and design of the vessel not being 
adapted to face the rough weather which 
fishery cruisers have to face in super- 
intending the fisheries, will he state in 
whit year this vessel was purchased, 
and at what cost; was the vessel built to 
the order of the Fishery Board ; and, if 
not, will he state who recommended her 
purchase, and under what circumstances 
she was passed as suitable for the 
services of the Board. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The ‘“‘Norna”’ 
was§built in the commencement of the 
vear 1898 at a cost of £2,550; she was 
built to the order of the Fishery Board, 
as it had been decided to try a boat of 
this type for sea police duty, 


The Beaufort Castle Shooting Case. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 


Advocate whether he is now in a _ posi- 


‘tion to state when the trial will take 


place of John Scheffer Phipps and 
Henry Carnegie Phipps, of Beaufort 
Castle, Inverness-shire, for shooting at 
and seriously wounding a man = at 
vork on the River Beauly; and will 
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he state whether,the Procurator-Fiscal, 
who has this case in hand, gives his 
whole time to the duties of his office, 
or does he engage in private practice. 


Questions. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The 29th 
inst. has been fixed for the trial. As to 
the terms of the Procurator-Fiscal’s 
appointment, I refer the hon. Member 
to the Answer I gave yesterday f on the 
subject. 


Importation of Horses into Ireland. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that a serious horse disease 
(epizootic lymphangitis) has recently 
been imported into Ireland through 
horses brought from South Africa, and 
that the steps which the Department of 
Agriculture are taking to prevent its 
spreading may be rendered nugatory if 
fresh cases come into the country with- 
out restriction, he will say if any inspec- 
tion of horses coming into Ireland 
through its eastern seaports from England 
and foreign countries has been ordered. 


Tat CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watter Lone, Bristol, S.): 
The question of regulating the importa- 
tion of horses into Ireland is at present 
under consideration. 


County Longford Land Cases and 
Appeals. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state whether, with a view to securing 


‘the immediate clearing out of a large 


batch of unheard cases and appeals in 
the county Longford, under the Land 
Law (Ireland) Act, he will direct that 
future sittings of the Sub-Commissions 
will be held at periods of not less than 
six months, and of the Appeal Commis- 
sion not less than one year. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Four Sub- 
Commission sittings for Longford have 
been held within the past twelve months, 
and another will be held in September. 
An appeal sitting was held in May last. 
There are only nineteen appeals now 





+ See ace 1164. 
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pending from this county, and the Com- 


missioners can give no undertaking as to 
the date of the next sitting. 





Questions. 


Poulduff Pier. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will | 


state how many years it is since the 
Wexiord County 
towards the improvement of the pier at 
Poulduff; if he will state when the 
Department for Agriculture consented to 
contribute towards the work; if he will 
state whether the contractor has yet 


signed his agreement with the Depart- | 


ment for Agriculture for the execution 
of the work ; if he will expla'n the delay 


of several years that has taken place in | 


putting this work in hand; and if he 


will state who ‘s responsible for this | 
delay. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The council 


voted the amount in August, 1903, but 
did not approve of tke plans until 
November, 1904. The plans were 


subsequently modified at the instance of | 
surveyor, and it was 1ot | 


the county 
until February last that the Department 
were in a position to ask for tenders. 
A satisfactory tender was with 
difficulty obtiined, and xecepted on May 
6th, and the legal formilities connected 
with the contract are now approaching 
completion. 


ESMONDE: Can the 
when the | 


Sir THOMAS 
tight hon. Gentleman say 
tender is likely to be signed ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I am afraid [| 
cannot. 


Irish Grant for Technical Education. 
Mr. CULLINAN: I be 
Chief Secretary to the Lord fee nant 
of Treland if he will state what is the | 
amount of the equivalent grant with- 





drawn for technica! education purposes ; | 


what is the number of schools affected by | 
the withdrawal; and what are the} 
relative amounts annually spent on | 
technical education in England, Ireland, | 
and Scotland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The amount 
special grant to Ireland for 


of the 


{COMMONS} 


Council voted £1,000 | 
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(Juestions. 


which provision was made in the 
ordinary Estimates for 1904-5, when it 
ceased, was £3,500. The circumstances 
under which payment of this special 
grant was made and _ discontinued 
| have been fully explained in the House. 
| In substitution for that grant provisio: 
has been made in the Development 
Grant Estimate for anannual payment 
of £7,000. Twelve schools parti-ipated 


‘in the original grant of £3,500; and 
‘the amount expended in technical 
‘instruction in Ireland in 1903-4 (the 


last vear for which the figures are 
available) was £95,267. I have no 
information as to the corresponding 
amounts expended in Great Britain. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Is not the with- 
drawal of this money doing serious 
injury to the schools? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No ; because 
‘there has been substituted for it one 
of double the amount. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 


Has any arrangemeit been made to 
enable us to discuss the development 
grant ? 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: That Question 
|should be addressed to the Leader of 
the House. 


Trinity College Estates. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
‘Chief Secret ary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the names of 
the two estates in which negotiations for 
sale are being carried on by Trinity 
Sallags. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: I gave this 
_| information 3 in my printed reply to the 
hon. Member for North 


| | Kildare on Monday.+ 















































| Irish Arterial Drainage. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland, with 
| reference to his recent statement that he 
_had appointed a Committee of experts to 
‘inquire into the subject of arterial 
‘drainage in Ireland, whether he has 


| 





+ See page 902. 
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taken care that the Committee shall | 
consist of or shall include Irish engineers 
who know the country, or have been 
engaged in drainage and similar works 
in that country. 


(Juestions. 


| 
| 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I hope to be | 
in a position to announce the names of | 
the members of the Commission and the | 
terms Of reference in the course of a few 
days. Perhaps the hon. and learned 
Member will repeat his Question on | 
Wednesday next. 
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| inspection conducted by a permanent 
inspectorate until the question of 
the parts which examination and in- 
| spection respectively played in the 
distribution of State aid to the schools 
had been determined. A reference to the 
Report of Messrs, Dale and Stephens on 
Intermediate Education will, I think, 
satisfy the hon. and learned Member of 


(Questions. 


| the propriety of the attitude taken by 
| the Government in this matter. 


Me. CLANCY: Is it a fact that of the 


| three parties who have to settle this 


Mr. CLANCY: But surely the right | 
hon. Gentleman can say if any Irish | 


engineers will be appointed on it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
members of the 
mainly Irish, 


Of course the | 
Commission will be | 


Mr. CLANCY: We want Irish 


engineers appointed to do Irish work. 


Inspection of Irish Intermediate Schools. 

Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether his attention has been | 
directed to the recently-issued Report of | 


the Board of Intermediate Education for | 


Ireland, and particularly to that portion | y 


of it dealing with the question of inspec- 
tion of intermediate schools; whether 
he isaware that so far backas June, 1902, | 


the Board submitted to the Government | 
the details of a scheme of inspection 
which have remained ever since uncon- 
sidered, and that the Act of 1900, dealing 
with this matter, renders it obligatory 
on the Board, on the Irish Department 
of the Government, and on the Treasury, | 
to frame aud settle a scheme of inspection 
as a necessary portion of the intermediate 
system as altered by the Act referred to; 
and whether, seeing that the Board has 
discharged its own part of this obligation, | 
he will explain why the Irish Department 
of the Government and the Treasury, 
have refused to discharge their portion, | 
and for how long that Department and 

the Treasury intend to delay the efforts | 
of the Board to carry out its trust. | 


| 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
ment did not refuse to 
system of inspection. 
tefuse to establish was 


The Govern: | 
provide for 
What it did 


a system 


| 
| Does 


of | 


question, the Government is the only 
one which hesitates and will not do any- 
thing. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 
Mr. CLANCY: 
Board sys it is. 
correct ? 


But the Report of the 
Is not the statement 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Weare waiting 
for a complete scheme to be devised. 
Until that is done it is obviously im- 
possible for the Government to move 
further. 


The Alleged Outrage at Boyle. 
Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state the number of police in- 


| vestigating the alleged outrage near 


Boyle, county of Roscommon, on the 
llth July, in the course of which it is 
alleged that serious fighting with firearms 
took place and lasted for three hours, 
the alleged result being that one man 
was wounded and a mansion wrecked ; 
whether he has yet received any report 
in reference to this alleged outrage from 
the police; and, if so, whether he will 


| communicate this report to the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I refer to the 
reply which I gave yesterdayt to the 
Question addressed to me by the hon. 
Member for South Antrim. The reply 
to the last inquiry is in the negative. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §&,): 
the right hon. Gentleman refus 
| to give the particulars of the report he 


a. : : 
| has received from the police ? 





+ See page$1173, 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: 





Questions. 


The 


hon. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


(Questions. 


Member knows perfectly well I have | Did the police report inform the right 
repeatedly stated that my Answers are hon. Gentleman what newspaper office 


based on the police reports. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Does the report con- 
tain nothing beyond what the right hon. 
Gentleman said yesterday. 


the Question how many police have been 
engaged in investigating this matter 
from the beginning up to the present. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said 
that out of forty policemen in the whole 
district about five were engaged in this 
particular work. I also said that they 
had arrived at the conclusion that there 
was no foundation for the statement that 
an outrage had taken place. I do not 
think the hon. Member is entitled to 
ask me for more information or for a 
more explicit declaration. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Well, I think I am. 
Were the windows that were broken 
broken from the inside or outside of the 
house 2? Was not a domestic quarrel the 
foundation for this slander on a whole 
district ? Does the police report deal 
with these matters ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir, it 
does not, and I said yesterday there was 
no evidence of any attack having been 
made on this particular house. I could 
not possibly say whether the windows 
were broken from inside or outside. At 
the very outset I told the House the 
police believed there was no second 
party in the matter. I have no precise 
information as to whether th's disturb- 
ance Was due to a domestic quarrel. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer this Question—Why 
has it taken the police three weeks to 
find out that the statement in the news- 
papers was false ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That Question hardly 
arises out of the one on the Paper. 


Mr. HAYDEN: It is one of the series 
of Questions we have been pressing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


must give notice of it. 


The right | 
hon. Gentleman has not yet answered | 


| at Boyle concocted this libel and sold it 


‘to the Press Association? I am not 
alleging anything against the Press 


Association. I know they are only anxious 
to put the truth before the public. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to make a speech, 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Well, does 
the report give that information / 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
not think jt does. 


Ido 


No, Sir. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: If another 
opportunity arises I may be able to give 
the right hon. Gentleman the information, 


Mr. CULLINAN: How is it that 7h 
Times and other papers which published 
the original libel have not a word to say 
now about the contradiction ? 


*Mr.SPEAKER: Order, order! That is 
not a proper Question to ask 


Trish Language in Irish Schools—Proposed 
Withdrawal of Grant. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 


‘lay upon the Table uf the House any 


correspondence which lias passed between 
the Treasury and the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland on the 
proposed withdrawal of the grant for the 
Irish language as an extra subject; and 
whether he will also lay upon the Table 
the Minutes of any meetings of the 


| Board at which the subject was con- 


sidered. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The correspon- 
dence with the Treasury is of a Depart- 
mental and confidential character, and it 
would be contrary to the established 
practice to publish it. The Minutes of 
the Board contain detailed references to 
the Treasury correspondence, and for 
that reason I must decline to lay these 
Minutes on the Table. ‘ 


Mr. THOMAS O’?DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Did the National Board, in coming 
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to a decision, take steps to ensure that 
Irish would be taught as an ordinary 
subject in Irish schools ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Obviously that does 
not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL suggested 
it arose out of the Question asking for 
the production of the Minutes. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I take a different | 


view. That part of the Question has 
already been answered. 


Afflicted Children (Ireland) Bill. 
Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- | 


land whether he has received any infor- 
mation leading him to the conclusion that 
a desire is felt by the Irish public for 
further time to consider the details of the 


Afflicted Children (Ireland) Bill, and, if | 


so, whether he intends to proceed further 
with the Bill this session. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have received 
information to this effect. I am afraid it 
will not be practicable to proceed further 
with the Bill, though I should much regret 
it. 


Edgeworthstown Drainage. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
any application has been recently 
received for the formation of a drainage 
board in the vicinity of Edgeworthstown, 
county Longford; and, if so, will the 
application be granted. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
tHe TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): No application 
for the formation of a drainage board has 
been received by the Board of Works. 


Redistribution. 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg 


to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether he will give a Return containing | 
the names of any boroughs which, under | 


the Redistrit ution scheme issued lately 
by the Local Government Board, were to 


be partitioned and not disfranchised, | 


their voters being divided between neigh- 
bouring divisions. 


{2 AuGU 
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| Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
/GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD 
|Batrour, Leeds, Central): May I be 
| allowed to answer this Question. Outside 
| London no Parliamentary borough which 
is not disfranchised will be partitioned 
| between neighbouring divisions. As 
regards London a Return is being pre- 
pared which, among other things, will 
give the information desired. 


Questions, 


Mr. THORNTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
| Committee selected to privately advise 
| the Government as to the redistribution 
'of London boroughs will apply to the 
local working-class clubs and other 
organisations for information as well as 
to political and municipal authorities. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
| LOR’) or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
| BaLvour, Manchester, E.): I can assure 
my hon, friend that all persons or in- 
stituti ns who may be thought to have 
valuable information to offer to the Com- 
mittee or Commission upon this subject 
will have an opportunity of conveying 
their views. 


Me. THORNTON asked whether 
candidates for Parliament would be 
informed as to the dates of the sittings. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
anybody more interested than the 
candidites, and they will have an 
opportunity of communicating any in- 
formation which they may have at their 
disposal. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
there be a separate Commission for 
Ireland / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, there 


| will be a separate Commission. 


North Sea Fisheries Investigation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will state 
when a Report showing the progress 
made in the international scheme of 
North Sea Fisheries Investigation will be 
liid upon the Table of the House; will 
he state what sum has been voted by 
each European Power for this work; and 
| whether France has yet been invited to 
| take part in the investigations. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was ‘understood 
to reply that the information asked for 
would be found in the Report of the 
Scottish Fishery Board, which would 
shortly be circulated. Papers in con- 
tinuation of those already presented were 
in course of preparation. The French 
Government were invited to take part in 
the work, but declined. As to the sums 


Questions. 


voted by foreign Powers, he would obtain | 


the information for the hon. Member. 


{COMMONS} 





Members of Parliament and Government | 


Contracts. 

Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
spire, Radcliffe): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the Otley Division of York- 
shire, I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if, in consequence of the 
increase in the number of limited 
companies since the passing of the Act, 
22 Geo. 3, c. 45, s. 1, under which Mem- 

ers of the House of Commons are, as 
private traders, unable to undertake Gov- 
ernment contracts, he will take steps to 
strike out of the list of Government con- 
tractors such companies the undertakings 
of which prove on investigation to be, sub- 
stantially, the property of a Member of 
the House of Commons and his family. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
ment do not propose any legislation on 
this subject. 


Royal Commission on Poor Law 
Administration. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): IT beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Unemployed Workmen Bill would intro- 
duce new methods for providing employ- 
ment for able-bodied persons beyond the 


limits and conditions of the Poor Law, | 


His Majesty’s Government will consider 


the advisability of the appointment at an | 


early date of a Royal Commission to 
inquire into the working of the Poor 
Law, and the results of the action of the 
borough councils in finding work for the 
unemployed in pursuance of orders and 
circulars from the Local 
Board, 


in order to ascertain how far the | 


| 


admini tration of the boards of guardiars | 
and borough councils is efficient, and to | 


what extent, if any, the existing powers of 


the Poor Law authorities are inadequate | 
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(Juestions. 


and unfitted to modern industrial needs 
and conditions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 
has been courteous enough to postpone 
this Question once or twice for my con- 
venience and I thank him for so doing. 


I have now to say, in behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government, that, having 


given full consideration to the question, 
we are of opinion that the time has now 
come when full inquiry into the subjects 
referred to by my hon. friend ought to 
be undertaken. There has been no such 
inquiry, so far as I know, since the great 
inquiry in the thirties, which resulted in 
the passing into law of the new Poor 
Law Act; and we think the time has 
now come when a survey of the subject 
under new conditions, and in connection 
with modern requirements, ought to be 
undertaken. In ordinary circumstances, 
and on a subject like this, Governments 
have a reluctance to lay themselves open 
to the charge that they are appointing 
an inquiry in order to postpone action; 
but in the present case, as the House 
knows, we are anxious that the Unem- 
ploved Bill, as modified by the Amend- 
ments of my right hon. friend the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, should be tried as an experiment 
for three years, and before these three 
years have elapsed I think we may 
reasonably hope that even so vast a 
subject may be thoroughly surveyed by 
the Commission which we desire to 
appoint. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is it the 
intention to appoint this Commission in 
the recess, and, if so, will it be possible 
to lay the terms of reference before the 
House before it separates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T should doubt 
whether it would be possible, but I do 
not siy it will not be possible. I cannot 


'give any promise; but the general scope 


/quite clear by my Answer. 
Government | 


of the inquiry, I hope, has been made 

We are 
anxious to survey everything which 
appertains to dealing with the problem 
of the poor, whether poor by their own 
fault or by temporary lack of employment. 


| We are also anxious to investigate what 


means can be taken to deal with the 
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problems which thus arise, whether by 
employment by municipalities or in any 
other way. The subject is not a small 
one, and its importance will not be 
denied by anybody who has in his mind 
the all-important subject which the 
question of poor relief has raised in the 
past and is likely to raise in the future. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
Will the inquiry extend to Ireland ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should like 
to consider that question; by which I do 
not mean that Ireland is not as much 
interested in the conclusions of such a 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am_ sure 
the Question is only asked for the 
purpose of getting information, but I 
think the hon. Gentleman will under- 
stand that it is impossible for us at 
the present moment to give an indica- 
tion of the character of the Commission. 
If I remember rightly, the Commission 
of 1834 consisted o!f nine persons, and 
none of them, so far as I know, were 


persons greatly concerned in Party 
politics or connected with any class 


interest, and they proceeded to consider 
the question from what I might call 
the abstract and disinterested point of 
view. I myself have a great preference 


Commission, orin the conclusion we may for Commissions of that sort, but [ 


arrive at after the Commission has been 
appointed, as any part of Great Britain, 
but whether it would not be necessary 
‘o appoint a separate Commission for 
freland is a question I should like to 
consider. So far as I remember, the 
(Vommission of 1834 did not deal with 
Treland. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: How 


will Scotland stand 2? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
same observation probably applies to 
Scotland. That subject also I will 
consider. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will it be a Royal 
Commission, and will it be appointed 
it once ? 


J. BALFOUR: It will be 
a Royal Commission. We propose to 
make no unnecessary delay. I can 
assure the hon. Gentleman, speaking as 
one on whose shoulders has rested the 
burden of appointing many Commissions, 
that there are few operations more 
difficult; and it is quite impossible, 
especially at this time of year, to have 
any security that we shall be able 
to bring the operation of appointing it 
rapidly to a conclusion. 


M R- A. 


Mr. CROOKS: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give a general outline of the 
character of this Commission? [‘ Oh, 
oh!”] IT am not asking for names. 
it is very important. I agree as to the 
absolute necessity of it. 


know it is very difficult to get the 
House to assent to their appointment. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL asked 
leave to move the adjournment of the 
House in order to raise the question of 


the ‘eaching of the Irish language in 
Irish national schools and the discon- 


tinuance of the grant. 


*Vir. SPEAKER: Order, Order! The 
hon. Member imust have forgotten that 
this is one of the days on which such a 
Motion cannot by Standing Order be 
made. 


SUPPLY [19rxH Attorrep Day). 
Considered in Committee, 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Graxr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
CLaAss Il. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
-*That a sum, not exceeding £108,629, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the dlst day of March, 
1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of His Majesty’s Secretary of State 
for the Home Department and Subordi- 
nate Offices.” 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) moved to re- 
duce the Vote by £100, and said 
that the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham and members of the Gov- 
ernment had alleged that our Factory 
and Workshops Acts, our Mines Acts, and 
our Truck Acts were altogether in advance 
of those of rival countries, and that the 
stringency of our laws formed a handicap 
against our trade. The Amendment he 
was proposing would be mainly supported 
on the ground of the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment since the debate of last year in 
regard to the International Labour Con- 
ference lately held at Berne. Would it 
be believed that our Government had 
declined all opportunities of co-operating 
with those Powers which were trying to 
improve the standard throughout the 
world? Foreign countries had brought 
up their legislation very rapidly to our 
level. 
regards the coal mines, France and Ger- 
many had gone past this country, and 
were making the most 





countries to our and their level. They 


had brought immense pressure to bear | 


upon countries like Italy and Belgium, in 
the case of Italv with marked success, 
There had never been, except perhaps in 
the case of Japan, so rapid a development 
of manufactures as in Italy, which was 
rapidly coming to the front, though she 
was behindhand both in legislation and 
in the enforcement of it until 
years ago. But through French pressure 
and by means of an actual treaty 
between the two countries she had been 
brought well into line. 
the Director of Labour in France—whose 
work in connection with the inter- 
national regulation of labour was world- 
wide work—-had been intimately con- 
nected with the origin of the first 
international conference, which had 
followed the first international treaties 


with regard to labour legislation, and the | 


British Government were represented at 
the conference. But the nucleus of this 
international action was the work of 
persons who had, ne doubt, been stimu- 
lated by the Governments of France 
and Germany. The French Government 
were increasing their annual contribu- 
tion towards that office or nucleus 


from £200 to £400 a year, and other 


three | sent by other Powers, and the instruc- 
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Governments were now contributing 
towards the committee that calied the 
conferences together. Our Government 
alone stood behind, while it was repre- 
sented at the recent conference by 
delegates of lesser rank and authority 
than those of the other Governments. 


Last vear it was the opinion of those 
who took part in the debate on that 
Vote, that as it was known France was 
to be represented by statesmen of the 
first rank and highest authority the repre- 
sentation of our country should be on a 
| similar scale, for we had a greater interest 
in this question than any other country. 
We were the greatest manufacturing 
Power, and we ought to take the lead in 
bringing up other countries to our level. 
We had led in the past in factory and 
workshop legislation, and if it was our 
pecuniary interest it was also our duty 
in the interests of humanity, which, afte: 
all, were at stake, to lead in this move- 
‘ment. Senator Richard Waddington, 
'who stood out supreme for his know- 
ledge of these questions, who as chair- 
man of the French Permanent Labour 
|Commission enjoyed the absolute 
/confidence of both masters and men. 
‘represented France, and he was accom- 
panied by M. Millerand, formerly Ministe1 
of Commerce and Industry. The Home 
Office was represented by two delegate 
/against whom personally he had nothing 
to say. He wished to point out that 
they were of inferior rank to the delegates 





tions given to them were to be seen in 


‘the protocols which, although published 


“© in the French tongue, had not been 
M. Fontaine, | 


circulated to Members of this House. 


In the discussion on phosphorous 


i necrosis that took place the first British 


delegate stated that so successful had this 


/country been in its legislation that there 


had not been a single case in 1905, and he 
thereupon preceeded to lecture his inter- 
national colleagues on dentistry, and to 
argue that international action was un- 
necessary. Then he added the startling 
assertion that— 

“My Government has not thought fit to 
authorise us to sign a treaty.” 

That sentence contained an absolute 
veto on the result of the deliberations 
before the British delegates even knew 





what was to be proposed at the 
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conference. He did not know how far 
that represented the general policy of 
the Government, but he hoped that the 
Home Secretary would be able to explain 
the Government view  to- day. The 
position of the British delegates at the 
conference reminded him of the familiar 
case of Tweedledum in Through the Look- 
ing Glass, Who said it could rain outside 
but it did not rain under his 
umbrella, In the same way the British 
delegates said there could be no phos- 
phorous necrosis here, and therefore we 
were disinterested and did not care about 
what happened in other countries. 
the British delegace added a foot-note on 





| 


But | 


the proof of the protocol, stating that | 


there had heen one recent case of phos- 
phorous necrosis, and since then 


TWO | 


cases had been admitted, though he con- | 


te:ded that there had been three recent 
cases all in the same factory—a factory 


which was now admitted to be well con- | 


ducted. On being questioned the Home 
Secretarv stated that in the factory 
stringent special rules were in force, and 
the right hon, Gentleman added that the 
rules had been violated in certain cases. 


| coming in. 
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He pointed out that Great Britain could 
yield more easily than Belgium or 
Hungary, each of which had more 
match-makers than Great Britain, or than 
Italy, which had nearly three times the 
number. The German Director of the 
Interior said— 

“It is a fundamental error to believe that 
protective Ineasures can stamp out necrosis. 
The British cases prove this. In Germany also 
there was strong opposition to the prohibition, 
but nevertheless it was carried out.” 


The Belgian Inspector of Labour said 
that— 

“ His country was making a heavy sacrifice, 
but thought it necessary for the good of the 
world, though much more difficult than it 
would be for Great Britain.”’ 


Nine countries voted for the resolu- 
tion and two against—Great Britain and 
Sweden. Sweden had since withdrawn 
her opposition and had agreed to come 
in if Japan came in, and Japan was 
Why should not the Govern- 
ment sign with every other European 
Power the conditional agreement to act 


‘if Japan came in? Why not do even as 


The fact was that the precautions laid | 


down under 
could be or would be 
It was admitted by 
disease arose immediately from decayed 
teeth and their removal. Let them take 
the case of @ poor woman, who had a de- 
caved tooth extracted and concealed the 
fact in order not to be put off her miserable 
work, 
All European countries, except 
sritain, had said, or were going to say, 


strictly observed. 


that yellow and white phosphorus were | 
to be proscribed ; and the question vefore | 


our Government was whether they would 


the new regulations never | 


everyone that the | 


Sweden had done ? 


On the second question submitted, 
which was that of the night labour of 
women, our regulations were ahead “of 
those of other countries with the excep- 
tion, perhaps, of our exemption of 
fruit and fish trades; vet the Britisn 


‘delegates stood severely apart and. re- 


; | fused to 
Such cases would always happen. | 
Great | 


sign. But, as M. Millerand 
pointed out— 


“ It is impossible to argue from the goodness 


| of national legislation that one should_remain 


continue to refuse conditional adherence | 


to a Unanimous agreement on this point. 
[he Director of Industry, Labour, and 
Commerce of Hungary had said in reply | 
to our delegates that— 

““The most minute and the most perfect ap- 
pliances are powerless to suppress necrosis. 
Other States which make matches by the same 
improved machinery as the best in Great Britain 
had been foreed to prohibit yellow phos- 
phorus.” 


To this the German delegates as- 
sented. The Hungarian delegate warmly 


appealed to Great Britain, without whose | ference of this kind, and only those 
adhesion the convention would be useless. subjects 


/ ernment take up ? 


outside international understandings. ” 


Was not that the ,position; whici 
the House would desire to see the Gov- 
When he questioned 
the Home Secretary on the subject the 
right hon. Gentleman said-- 

‘*InZaccordance with the, instructions “given 
them, the delegates of this “country abstaine | 
from voting on either of the res lutions when 
| finally put to the vote.” 


Was the Home Secretary now ,in @ 
position to make the statement , he 
then promised as to the Government’s 
attitude towards these proposals ? 
This was the first international con- 
forward on 


were brought 
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which there was a probability of general 
agreement. No one could doubt, how- 
ever, that if this international movement 
proved fruitful in this case it would be 
extended. A diplomatic conference, for 
drawing up the general treaty, was to 
follow. By whom was the British Gov- 
ernment to be represented at that con- 
ference? By men of rank and standing, 
capable of enunciating a policy, or by 
mere Home Office clerks, bound up by 
definite instructions to agree to nothing ? 
Some people wanted to see labour itself 
represented in these conferences, but 
ether Governments had not followed 
that course. He did not know, indeed. if 
we could select a man so universally 
acceptable to all classes as was Senator 
Waddington in the case of France. At 
any rate, let them at any future confer- 
ence be represented by men who had a 
policy to propound, and who would not 
be fettered by such instructions as had 
heen given on this occasion. 


He had dealt with this matter at some 
length because it was one of first-class 
importance, and he held that it was 
the duty of the Committee to force on 
the Government some definite policy. On 
the question of lead poisoning in the 
china and earthenware trades, the 
Government had been forced by pressure 
in the House of Commons to adopt 
stringent regulations, but those regula- 
tions had not been sufficient to prevent 


ead = poisoning, though they had 
diminished the number of cases. A new 


departure was made under the bold aud | 


entirely novel scheme struck out by 
Lord James of Hereford; but the Home 
Office failed to obtain the prohibition of 
lead in certain processes or its reduction 
to a very low figure. After a consider- 
able decline in the number of cases as a 
result of the regulations there had been 
a rise again, and the number—106—was 


now the same as in. 1901, a fact which, | 


considering there had not been much 
change in the number of people employed 
during that period, was a source of 
alarm to some of them. He was not 
blaming the Home Office for their pro- 
posals were not accepted. This increase 


hadjtaken place in face of a stringent 
enforcement of the new regulation such 
as suspending workers susceptible to 
poisoning. 

Sir Charles Dilke. 
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In cases of suspensicn for suscepti- 
bility there was no compensation under 
Lord James’s scheme, and _ generally 
none where the suspension was for sick- 
ness in which lead was a contributory 
cause only. These suspensions must in- 
volve great hardship in a district like the 
Potteries, in which there was only one 
trade. Suspension meant starvation or 
dependence on charity. If they looked 
at the Report they would find, on page 
311, that Dr. Arlidge said that a woman 
once suspended should not be allowed to 
return to lead work, certainly for a year 
or two. Compensation depended on a 


| certificate of plumbism, which was not 


easy to obtain, because very often lead 
was only a contributory cause to the con- 


dition of the worker. Where the worker 
was suspended and then certified for light 
work, the compensation was reduced or 


stopped. The report cited the case ofa gir! 


of eighteen, whose work was stopped on 


the 20th October. She granted 
fs, 2d. weekly, but was certified on 
February 16th as “fit for light work,” 
and the comyensaton stopped. She 
couid not get light work and was depend- 
ent on charity at the present time. In 
another case the girl was twenty-two. She 
was stopped working ov December 29th, 
and was awarded 7s. weekly. She was 
certified as fit for light work on February 
6th. She was offered majolica painting 

not a harmless form of work. but she 
was prevented from taking it by the 


was 


| doctor, and was stili dependent on charity. 
|The third case was that of a married 


| 





woman of twenty-three, a majolica paint- 
ress, Wi was stopped in March. awarded 
6s. 7d. weekly compensation, and declared 
fit for light work in May. “he could zo’ 
get any for seven weeks, then she had 
some for one week only, and lost it again 
through inability and power to carry it on. 
The compensation was stopped because 
there couid be no certificate of plumbism, 
and she was consequently dependent on 
the Lead Fund. The Committee could 
judge from cases of that kind what a large 
number there must be on the border 
line. 


He and his friends had pressed very much 
in the last three years in the discussion on 
this Vote for theappointment of addition | 
women inspectors, as the main portion 
of the workers there were women. Last 
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vear some concession was made to the 
demand. It appeared from the Report 
now before them that the woman in- 
spector, who did such excellent work, was 
taken off the duties in which she was 
engaged and sent to Ireland, where, in- 


deed, there was need for inspection, and | 
where he for one had always thought | 


they should face the facts and have in- 
spectors belonging both to the 
Catholic and the Protest: ‘eligion 
aathohe and the rotestant religions 
so that no religious question would arise. 


He was sorry to say that it had arisen | 


in some cases. They were promised one- 
third of the time of a woman inspector 
and they should not always get the same 
woman inspector. [i not 
factory that this woman inspecior should 
have been sent to [reland, andthev must 
press for more satisfaction of their views 
in that matter. He remained convinced 


was Satls- 


that the solution of this question was. 


the gradual abolition of lead in this 
dangerous industry. He saw from page 
261 of the Report that Miss Anderson, 
the principal lady inspector, declared 
that “improvement in health 
vomen and girls not vet noticeable.” 
Miss Martindale, the inspector employed 
in the Potteries, reported that It was 
disappointing that manufacturers had 
not pursued more vigorously their quest 
of a glaze which had less dangerous 


results. 


The subject on which hon. Members 
were most agreed was the necessity for a 
continued increase in the staff of women 
inspectors. The work had been greatly 
increased, as was shown by the report of 
Miss Deane in regard to her laundry area 
in London. Miss Deane referred to the 
curious fact that there were in it 286 
factory laundries in 1904 as against 185 
four vears earlier. The women inspectors 
had not all their time for the work which 
they did so well. They were set tomake 
special inquiries for the Home Office on 
natters of first-class importance. The 
Report showed that this vear thev had 
had to make special reports on the 
laws as to employment of women after 
childbirth; the number of persons re- 
jected for physical unfitness and their 
after-emplovment ; and fustian cutting. 
He mentioned these as examples of 
the subjects in regard to which 


these ladies rendered admirable service | 





toman | 


ot | 
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apart from their ordinary work. In 
her report Miss Anderson had a pathetic 
paragraph in which she said that two 
temporary appointments were made per- 
manent. There had been no increase of 
inspectors’ time, rather less being avail- 
able. There were 1,500,000 women in 
the factories and workshops of this 
country, and the services of the women 
inspectors had by universal admission 
been admirable. The women workers 
expected that the Government would 
provide for their interests being more 
carefully protected under the legislation 
which had been passed regulating their 
He begged to move, 
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employment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £108 529, 
be granted for the said service.’ —(Sir 
Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) said he 
wished to call attention to a matter of 
urgent importance. Since the session 
began he had succeeded ‘n getting from 
the Home Office a Return in regard to 
laundries in conventual institutions, 
and from that it appeared that there 
was no possibility of inspection taking 
place, or of the Home Office knowing 
exactly what was being carried on in 
them. There was a Bill known as the 
Factories and Workshops Act, brought 
in in 1901, which contained a clause 
including all charitable and religious 
institutions doing laundry work. The 
circumstances of that day prevented 
the then Home Secretary from carrying 
that Bill with that clause included. 
Hon Gentlemen from Ireland took great 
exception to the inclusion of that clause, 
and the Government took it out. He 
regretted to say that the Bill was passed 
without that clause, and it was for that 
reason he ventured to engage the atten- 
tion of the Committee for a short time 
to bring before its notice what he believed 
to be an essential thing, namely, the 
inspection of these institutions which 
competed with outside labour. It was 
not a question of religion at all. It 
was a question as to the advisability 
of having the employees in these institu- 
tions safeguarded by Act of Parliament 
similar to employees in all other in- 


stitutions. 
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The Questions he had put to the 
Home Secretary were very simple. 
Was there any such inspection at 
all? He was well aware there was 
voluntary inspection, and some of 
the institutions did not object to the 
inspectors going in and seeing what was 
going on. In Ireland the greatest 
courtesy and kindness was shown to the 
inspectors at some institutions. But 
that could not be very satisfactory, 
because there were a number of these 
institutions in which inspection ot a volun- 
tary character was not taking place at all. 
Consequently there were places in which 
abuses were likely to oecur. He would 
like to know where there was inspection 
attempted if it was resented, and where 
it was most in favour, in this country 
or in Ireland. It ought not to be a 
difficult thing for the Committee to see 
the advisability of including the clause 
that was excluded from the Bill of 1901, 
seeing the large number of institutions 
which were at the present time under 
voluntary inspection. Supposing there 
was an accident in these places, there was 
no possibility of getting to understand 
whether the individual should be com- 
pensated or what had been the cause ot 
the accident. There was no possibility 


of getting at the number of hours worked — 


by these persons. and there should be 
no objection to the passage of a small 
measure tor the purpose of bringing these 
religious and charitable institutions under 
the law. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
I rise to a point of order? The hon. 
Member for Belfast is recommending 
legislation. May I respectfully Say that 
is not in order when we are discussing 
a Vote in Committee of Supply on services 
actually rendered and matters arising 
thereon. I would respectfully submit 
that as the House has rejected this 
provision it is not in order to make a 
Second Reading speech on the subject. 
The House having rejected that clause, 
discussion ought to be confined to the 
topics that are strictly relevant. 


May 


THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
learned Gentleman is quite right. 
is no doubt that is so. 


and 
There 
I did not notice 


that the hon. Member for Belfast was 
recommending legislation. 


Mr. Sloun 


Of course it 


{COMMONS} 
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is not in order to discuss in Committee 
of Supply matters which would require 
legislation. 


Mr. SLOAN said they had a Return 
before the House which gave the names 
of the places where work was being 
performed. The Home Office was in 
possession of the fact that inspectors 
might make voluntary inspections ; 
that that inspection was resented in 
some laundries, while in others it was 
carried out. With all respect to the 
House he wanted to know whether he 
would be in order if he were to put some 
Questions to the Home Secretary in 
regard to the necessity of compulsory 
inspection, because of the voluntary 
inspection not being satisfactory, 


THe CHAIRMAN: If compulsory 
inspection would require legislation it 
would be out of order. 

Mr. SLOAN: Do you say it would 
require legislation ? 

Toe CHAIRMAN : 


I think it would 


Mr. SLOAN: But that is just my 
point. 
THe CHAIRMAN. [ think clearly 


it would require legislation, or else the 
late Home Secretary would not have 
thought it necessary to put a clause 
in the Bill of 1901 to make inspection 
compulsory. 


Mr. SLOAN said the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Croydon, the then Home 
Secretary, introduced a Bill which 
contained a clause bringing these in- 
stitutions under ordinary inspection. 
That clause was resented by certain 
Members, and it was taken out of the Bill 
and the Bill was passed without it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Our time is very 
limited. We have only till 10 o'clock 
to-night to discuss this Vote, and there- 
fore every moment is precious. I 
think the hon. Member should imme- 
diately obey the order of the Chairman 
and not discuss irrelevant matters. 
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THE CHAIRMAN: I hope the hon. 
Member for Belfast will leave that 
point. He cannot discuss it. 


Mr. SLOAN said he was not desirous 
to transgress the ruling of the Chair 
or keep the Committee from its work. 
He thought he would be in order if he 
asked the Home Secretary a few Ques- 
tious with regard to these institutions. 
In the first place, was there any inspection 
at all? If so, to what extent? Was 
it satisfactory ? How was it carried 
out ? And was it resented ? He sub- 
mitted that there was no reason for 
refusing to bring any of these institu- 
tions under the law which at present 
applied to other laundries. 


THe CHAIRMAN again called the hon. 
Member to order on the ground that he 
was on the point of transgressing his 
ruling, and the hon, Member thereupon 
resumed his seat. 


Mr. T. RICHARDS (Monmouthshire) 
said in supporting the Motion for the 
reduction of the salary of the Home 
Secretary, he wished to call attention to 
the necessity for the Government to 
appoint some person or persons to con- 
duct a special inquiry into the cause of the 
Wattstown colliery disaster, where 120 
lives had been lost during the last few 
weeks. The reason why he asked for the 
special inquiry was because of the enor- 
mous sacrifice of life continually involved 
by explosions in the collieries. The 
Home Secretary was good enough the 
other day to give him the numbers of 
lives lost in collieries in South Wales and 
Great Britain generally during the last 
fifty years. There were %,294 deaths 
from explosions alone. Since then he 
had found out that in South Wales alone 
they had had 109 explosions in the last 
sixty-one years with a loss of 4,104 lives. 
The loss of life was very great, but through 
fortunate circumstances not so great as it 
might have been. For instance, they had 
had three explosions in South Wales this 
year, with aloss of 160 lives. Were it not 
for the fortunate moment at which two 
of those explosions occurred the loss 
might have been 1,000 and not 160. 
That, in itself, was sufficient justification 
for calling attention to the matter. 


(| ™ His object in drawing attention to the 

matter was not to fix any liability either 
criminal or otherwise on those who had the 
management of this unfortunate colliery, 
because it must be known to everybody 
that the chief manager thought every- 
thing had been done for the safety of the 
workmen and risked his own life at the 
time. Neither did he rise for any Party 
purpose, because the administration of a 
Government had as much influence in the 
country as its legislation. While this 
Government would go to the country after 
an almost barren session, here was an 
opportunity for the Home Office to 
relieve that barrenness by humane ad- 
ministration. His sole desire in this 
matter was that every advantage possible 
should be taken of scientific research 
and investigation to grapple with the 
problems of these great disasters. In 
that spirit he asked it everything had 
been done that might be done to prevent 
these explosions. People had thought 
for many years that all had not been 
done that might be done to prevent 
these disasters. Whenever a large body 
of miners congregated together one 
of the most important resolutions 
submitted to them was upon the 
prime need of legislation to prevent 
these accidents recurring. They had 
not merely called the attention of 
the House of Commons to the matter. 
They had sent deputations to almost 
every Home Secretary for a great many 
years, 


He was not going to quote his 
own opinion. He had been fortunate 
enough, but he hoped the Home Office 
and the colliery owners had seen an 
article written in the London Standard 
last week by a gentleman who was one 
of the greatest authorities in Great 
Britain upon the causes of these 
disasters. That gentleman had _ been 
a colliery manager, a consulting mining 
engineer, and was now a_ professor 
of mining. Therefore he was well up 
in the theory and practice ot mining. 
He meant Professor Galloway, who, in 
a very lengthy and able article on colliery 
explosions in the Standard last week, in 
dealing with the regulations which were 
at present in existence, said that— 


*Tuese regulations, if well and __ faith- 
fully carried out by those ressunsible for the 
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safety of the mines, would render the 
rence of great explosions practically inipossible.”’ 

He ventured to say that that was a 
very grave and serious indictment to be 
made by one of the ablest engineers and 
scientists who had given his life study 
to this question. He asked the Com- 
mittee to consider against whom that 
indictment was brought. In one in- 
stance it was brought against the Home 
Office, because he maintained that the 
Home Office was the joint partner with 
the colliery owners in what Mr. Galloway 
described as the proper carrying out of 
these regulations. They had had three 
great explosions this year in South Wales, 
the violence of which had been almost 
as great as that of any explosion that had 
occurred in this country. Still, they had 
this eminent scientist saying that this 
explosion ought not to have occurred if 
there had been a proper administration 
of the regulations relating to the manage- 
ment of the mines, 


He ventured to say that both the 
Home Office and the  mineowners 
were quite incompetent to secure 


an intelligent, careful, and effective ad- 
ministration of the rules for the manage- 
ment of collieries referred to by Mr. 
Galloway. He called the attention of 
the Committee to this fact. Take the 
particular district where this explosion 
had occurred. In that district there 
was only one chief inspector and two 
assistant inspec tors. Thev had to super- 
vise the mines and quarries employing 
85,275 workmen, producing 24,109,205 
tons annually. In that district alone 
last vear there were 137 fatal acci- 
dents and 227 non-fatal. This chief in- 
spector was supposed to inspect these 
mines and quarries periodically and report 
upon them to the Home Office. But, 
in addition to the multiplicity of other 
duties he had to discharge, he had to 
attend to the inquests on 137 
fatal accidents. That necessarily meant 
a great deal of time for him and _ his 
assistants. Then he had to write reports, 


these 


and there was a large amount of corre- 
spondence between the office and the 


colliery owners. In that inspector’s 
report last year he said that the whole 
of the mines had been inspected except 
four, but two of those were small mines. 


Mr. T. 


Richari /s, 
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He supposed it might be taken for 
granted that the other two were large 
proprietary mines. And vet during the 
whole twelve months neither the chief 
inspector nor his two assistants had 
been able to pay a visit to these large 
collieries. It must not be understood 
that he was in any shape or form blaming 
the chief inspector, but he wanted to 
call attention to the impossibility in a 
large area to get very efficient inspec- 
torship by the present staff. 


Then they came to the next parties who 
had power in the enforcement of the rules. 
He had said in that House before, and he 
repeated it, that if he was spared to be 

Member of that House for any length 
of time, and if these reforms were not 


carried out, he prophesied that the 
firemen in these collieries, who were 
the most important men connected 


with the mines, and who spent a large 
portion of their time at the top of the 
pit, would rebel. The firemen were in 
the colliery day by day and night by 
night; and they had to act in cases 
of emergency and at times of crises 
at a moment’s notice In many instances, 
and yet these men, entrusted with those 
responsible duties, had no examination 
to pass, and they had to satisfy nobody 
but the colliery manager, who might be 
satisfied with them for various reasons 


other than those connected with the 
duties he had named. He did not 
want to go into details, but he could 


give some instances of extraordinary 
appointments made. One would have 
thought that, seeing they had to per- 
form duties of such importance, seeing 
that they had to examine every nook 
and corner of the colliery for the enemy 
that destroyed so many lives, no manager 
would put upon the shoulders of firemen 
any other duties. Hedidnot know how 
it was in other parts, but in Wales the 
firemen appeared to be the general 
servants of the colliery and had to spend 
a large portion of their time in performing 
other multitudinous duties. It might have 
been necessary in previous years to 
appoint men with practical knowledge and 
with no scientific training, but now, with 
the great advantages of our technical 
instruction system, there was no excuse 
for appointing men who 


were not 
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thoroughly equipped from every stand- 
point; especially in view of the con- 
tinued and regular explosions which 
occurred. 


He had heard it said in former 
debates that this country ought to lead 
in matters relating to the Army and 
Navy, and the right hon. Baronet had 
that afternoon said that we ought 
also to lead in other matters, but 
he ventured to say that there could be 


nothing more important than the proper | 


training of the firemen in collieries. 
There were, he believed, seventy 
students from the South Wales collieries 
at present on the Continent, and they 


had been taken by their teachers 
to the various colliery undertakings 


and institutions. They were there for 
dealing with mining for the purpose 
of improving their education, and the 
following was what was said about 
them— 


~ There was a keen interest taken in the 
visit to a colliery, where the Government has 
apparatus for testing the etfects of air currents 
containing varying percentages of tire damp on 
safety lamps and explosives. Several experi- 
ments were conducted by the expert in charge, 
anil naturally there was a unanimous desire 
amongst Ithe students present, all of whom 
worked in the mines, that application should 
be made to the British Government to estab- 
lish similar apparatus in the most dangerous 
of our coaltields. Who can tell how many 
lives would have been saved in the South 
Wales collieries during the last few years if 
sich a testing apparatus were placed at Cardiff. 
Colliery firemen must be trained to report the 
presence of sinall quantities of firedamp. 
are they trained ?” 


That was only in little Belgium, and he | 
Secretary and the | 


usked the Home 
Committee whether it was too much to 
expect that in the most dangerous 
coalfield in the world, producing the 
best quality coal in the world, they 
ought not only to have those responsible 


properly trained, but every apparatus for | 


the safety of the workmen. 


He wanted to call the attention of the 
Committee to what seemed to him the 
absolute indifference that had been dis- 
played by all parties to this great ques- 
ion in recent years. In 1881 there was 
« Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into the cause of explosions, their pre- 
vention, and generally into the whole 
matter. It sat for five years—he thought 


{2 AuGusT 1505} 
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| the hon. Member for Morpeth was one of 
the memhers—and it took all the possible 
evidence, and great credit was due 
|to the gentlemen forming it for the 
| exhaustive inquiry made and the excellent 
| Report presented. He was not going 
to say nothing had resulted from that 
|Commission, because the Coal Mines 
| Regulations Act of 1887 was largely 
| based on its findings, and that Act, he 
thought, had done much to reduce the 
‘number of accidents from all causes in 
mines, but very much less had bee. 
done than the importance of the 
subject demanded. He would give 
one instance. It was proved to the 
satisfaction of that Commission by two 
very able experts, one being Mr. Galloway, 
whom he had just quoted, that the 
| presence of 2 per cent. of coal gas ia 
the atmosphere of a mine under certain 
conditions would cause an_ explosive 
mixture that would result in a violent 
explosion. Having found out that fact, 
they made investigations to find an 
indicator or a lamp that would detect 
that percentage of gas, and it would be 
'seen in their Report that they found an 
indicator, which they recommended, 
that would detect 0°25 per cent. of 
gas. It surprised him—and it was, 
he thought, some cause for reflection by 
the Home Office and the Committee— 
that although that was twenty vears ago, 
and although there could be no doubt 
about the Commission’s authority and 
ability to speak about the matter, thes 
| were stil putting in the hands of firemen, 
who had to look for gas, instrume its thet 
would not detect 2 per cent. of gas. He 
thought that was a serious matter, and 
that the Home Secretary ought now in 
the last days of h s office to do something. 
The miners of the country would b> grate- 
ful. The Government had entirely ignored 
them from the beginning of their life till 
now so far as legislation was concerned ; 
but here was an opportunity for the Home 
Secretary not only to distinguish himself, 
but to render the miners of the country 
| great service by again calling attention 
‘to the fact that the recommendations of 
the Commission had not yet been adopted. 
| The Royal Commission said— 


“These considerations have impressed upon 
us the need for the establishment of some per- 
manent arrangement by which the continuous 
pursuit of this highly important class of work 
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‘suggestions and inventions. 


There had been twenty years since then, 
but nothing had been done. 
missioners continued— 

“ We consider that if the arrangements we 
have referred to were used systematically in con- 
nection with the usual official inquiry, complete 
investigation would be greatly promoted in 
dealing with the difficulties which frequently 
arise in elucidating the causes of disaster.’ 


There was a recommendation that 
they should have in existence a perma- 
nent authority that should from time to 
time take advantage of everything that 
presented itself, whe ther it was an im- 
proved lamp, or a discovery with 
respect to coal dust, gas, or ventila- 
tion, a permanent authority whose busi- 
ness it should be to test from time to 
time the efficiency of those inven- 
tions or suggestions ; but although that 
happened twenty years ago or more, 
they still had nothing of that kind. 
They were still satisfied after explosions 
with the coroner’s inquiry. If some 100 
men were killed, they got a coroner and 
a few incompetent jurymen to inquire into 
the cause of death. Personally he would 
prefer to have impartial scientific men to 
see if something further could not be 
done for the prevention of disasters. The 
workmen of the country were not satisfied 
with having simply the coroner’s inquiry. 
There was great outcry and sympathy 
in the country at that time, and large 
sums were at that moment being given 
for those suffering from one of those 
great disasters, but that was not enough. 
It would pass away in a few days, and 
the men in the collieries would be 
forgotten by the Government and the 
country until another disaster took 
place. They could not be satisfied with 
that method of doing business in the 
future. 


Granting, however, that everything 
that it was possible for an intelligent 
country to do in order to protect the lives 
of miners was done, and that there were 
certain causes of disaster which could 
not be obviated, he would then ask if 
they were doing all that they could to 
minimise the effect of disasters when 
they did occur. He would try and make 


the Committee understand the absolute 
neglect and indifference that had been 
shown in regard to disasters when they 

Mr. 7. Richards. . 
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may be secured in order to test the merits of { did occur. 


The Com- | 
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The Home Secretary referred 
“him the other day to a Report by Dr. 
| Haldane, but he was inclined to ask him 
if he had read it. If he had, he really 
could not understand his calling «his 
attention toit; for,if any one thing more 
than another called attention to the 
indifferences of the Home Office it was 
Dr. Haldane’s Report. Dr. Haldane, 
nine vears ago, called special attention to 
the want of some apparatus and organisa- 
tion for dealing with the disasters when 
they did occur, but absolutely nothing had 
been done. Let the Committee consider 
what happened: 500 or 600 men were 
down a mine 100 or 200 vards deep. The 
explosion in a mine resembled a flash of 
lightning which filled every chamber 
and expended itself immediatelv, and in 
all these explosions practically all the 
men escaped the first flash and were living 
after it had expended itself. But after 
the flash had gone there came impene- 
trable darkness unillumined by a single 
ray of light, and through that darkness 
the men attempted to make their way to 
a place of escape, seeing nothing and 
hearing only the groans of their unfortun- 
ate comrades. Let him give one illustra- 
tion in the case of the Aberlysswy. 
William Clewer Tirphil, one of the injured 
men in that explosion, said— 

“T was working on the main level and had just 
loaded a truck of coal when I heard a noise as 
of a rush of wind. Immediately after [ was 
struck by alot of stones and a flame like a flash 
of lightning passed by me. I heard no report. 
The train which [ had filled was knocked over 
and | was blown into the side of the road to the 
height of about four feet. There were seven or 
eight of us working within about twenty yards 
of each other. We tried to get out ‘by the 
main level, but the after damp was too strong 
and we had to go to the face. We did this 
about five times, “but the air continuing to im- 
prove we managed to get out by the main level, 
but with the greatest difficalty. Two men 
were overcome and had to fall out. I had 
gone so weak that if I had had to proceed 
another step I should not have been able to 
manage it.” 

That was enough to show what the 
position of the men in a pit was after 
they had escaped the explosion, and 
somebody ought to be responsible to 
give them a helping hand. In the mean- 
time what happened at the top of the 
pit? The men at the top either heard 
the report or saw the smoke and flame 
issuing from the pit or some other indica- 
tion of something having happened below, 
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and every one lost his head and con- | atmosphere, acted as a feeder and carried 
sternation reigned. One ran one way the flame along, increasing its strength 
and one another seeking assistance, and) as it burnt up the atmosphere. That 
the lampman, who ought always to have | was a practical suggestion that might 
his lamps ready for the explorers, set to | be considered when the inquiry was 
work to trim his lamps, All this time | held. It was time also that the whole 
the men below were struggling for their} system of inspection of the mines 
lives. No preparations were ever made, | was revised, and there should be pro- 
although these explosions took place | perly trained firemen. Some of the 
year after year. The present condition | men left alone in a mine after an ex- 
of things in this regard was a perfect | plosion lived for hours, while the men 
scandal, In the case of a wreck on our| at the top, who were anxious to assist 
coasts no time was lost in attempting | them, were unable to get at them because 
to save life, every preparation having | of the flames. If they had an apparatus 
been made, and an immense organisation | which would enable them to go down 
was kept in readiness to cope with fire | the pit, a great loss of life would be 
and rescue anyone who might happen | prevented. Surely such an apparatus 
to be in the burning building. Even in| might be provided. He had in his 
places of amusement every precaution | hand at that moment some illustrations, 
was taken against any unfortunate ac-| sent to him bya Frenchman who knew 
cident occurring, but in the case of the|of this agitation, of an apparatus 
mines they had half a million people | which would enable a man to go down 
going down the pits every day, and there | ® mine alter an explosion and remain 
was absolutely no provision made to | there two or three hours, and some such 
combat these disasters. Was not that | apparatus might _ be adopted. He 
sufficient to cause the right hon. Gentleman | thought he had said sufficient to prove 
and his colleagues to get up at once and | that an investigation was necessary, 
say that they would order an inquiry into | and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
these terrible explosions and see what | the Home Secretary would realise the 
could be done. The right hon. Gentle- | 1mportance of it and grant the inquiry 








man seemed to think this matter might 
wait until after the inquest. There was 
no waiting in the case of the accident 
at Liverpool. He demanded of the Home 
Secretary that he should use the powers 
vested in him and have an inquiry into 
the cause of these disasters. 


Asa working man he would like to give 
the right hon, Gentleman a few practical 
suggestions for his consideration when 
the inquiry took place. In the first place 
they might well take up the work laid 
down by the Royal Commission in 1886, 
there being a number of inventions which 
that Commission advocated which ought 
to be taken up. Take the lamp. Surely 
the Government were rich enough to take 
up all the patents there were and con- 
centrate them in one lamp which should 
be safe. Then there should be closed 
trams to carry the coal, because it must 
be borne in mind that they had now 
no large accumulations of gas. It was 
not large accumulations of gas that 
caused these violent explosions which 
caused such great loss of life, but 
the coal dust which, hanging in the 

VOL. CL. [Fourri SErtEs.] 


| desired. 

| Ma. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) de- 
‘sired to call attention to the official 
| Paper issued in 1903 with reference to the 
\inspection of laundries. According to 
ithe official figures there were 82,652 
women and girls under the regulations 
| of the Factory Acts, while 144,132, of 
| whom a large number were in religious 
‘institutions, were subject to no inspec- 
tion at all. He asked whether the 
| Voluntary inspection to which a com- 
| paratively few of these institutions were 
| willing to submit had proved _ satis- 
factory, and, if not, what remedy was 
to be proposed. In view of the ruling 
of the Chairman he did not intend to 
pursue the subject at any length. He 
only regretted that the Party opposite 
should take every opportunity of pre- 
venting light being thrown upon this 
subject, which urgently demanded atten- 
tion, and he should be very glad if the 
Home Secretary was able to give the 
Committee some assurance that he was 
awake to the reality of the question, and 
would promise that if voluntary 
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bably admit it had, something practical 
should be done. | 


*Mr. NOEL BUXTON (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,Whitby) said the general trend of the 
reports of the factory inspectors seemed 
to indicate an urgent need for greater | 
stringency, and also the existence of 
some obstacles or interests which pre- 
vented that greater stringency being 
applied. Speaking as an employer of 
the kind of labour which came under | 
the control of the Factory Acts, he} 
could say that the attitude of many 
employers was one of cordial apprecia- 
tion of the work done by the inspectors, 
and of the interference sanctioned by those | 
Acts. In large factories it was impossible 
for directors to control the details of con- 
ditions of labour and of modes of pay- 
ment; they were bound to rely upon 
the interference of the Factory Acts. | 
If the employers wished to be humane 
and to avoid the competition of lax | 
employers who were willing to take 
advantage of the liability of labourers to 
give way to unjust conditions, Home 
Office intervention was of great assistance. 
The system of 


4 
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| unfair. 
| one of the women inspectors said— 


_ Christian 
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inspection had failed, as he would pro-|In one case, mentioned by the in- 
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ry 
(2 


spector at Bristol, a woman engaged in 
making boot-uppers by a power-driven 
machine earned 14s. 6d., from which 
4s. 9d. was deducted for “* other workers’ 
work, doctor, room and machine, and 


'thread,” and the bench dismissed the 


case, saying that the deduction was not 
With regard to defective control, 


“Tt wasa relief to find one firm candid on 
this point. When I reached the point as to 
not making a profit out of the worker, the 
manager coolly said, ‘Then I should not touch 
it, because [ thought there was £200 a year in 
the business.’ ” 

A somewhat similar case appeared in 
to-day’s Proceedings. It appeared that 
deductions could legitimately be made 
for such items as concert tickets, insur- 
ance against compensation for accidents, 
fees of certifying surgeons, rent, fines, 
for all manner of offences, such as talking 
in the factory, and so forth. The 
Social Union gave a case 
in which a sackmaker earned 8s. 5d., 
from which was deducted no less than 


| 3s. 4d. for thread, oil, and hot water 


moral suasion which had | 


lately been in vogue was most unwelcome | 


to the good employers, because it failed 
to bring up all to the same level. What 
was wanted was equal treatment, and, 
so far as his experience went, if equal 


for tea. 


With regard to the Particulars 
Order which had been justly  des- 
‘eribed as the charter which _ pre- 


treatment were meted out employers | ide 
the justice of which was shown by the 


would be in favour of greater stringency. 
Laxity favoured the worst employers and 
was the enemy of public health. 


There were many topics on which one felt 
inclined to touch after a perusal of the 
reports of the factory inspectors, but 
he would confine himself to two—the 
administration of the Truck Acts and 
the extension of the Particulars Order. 
In regard to the former, much might be 
done apart from legislation in the way 
of greater activity as to prosecution. 
The uncertainty of the law had come 
under the notice of the inspectors, who 
had called attention to the large number 
of cases dismissed as compared with 


the number of successful prosecu- 
tions under other departments of 
the Factory Acts. Almost anything 


might be deducted from wages under 
the heading of “justifiable payments.” 


Mr. T. L,. Corbett. 


vented the people from being robbed, 
the Chief Inspector in 1902 strongly 
urged its extension to many trades 
outside the textile trades, a suggestion 


great success which had attended the 
extension granted on January Ist, 1904. 
Why should there not be a general 


extension to all piecework — trades ¢ 
As examples of the kind of grievances 
which needed to be removed, the 


Christian Social Union instanced brush- 
drawers, where payments were “ accord- 
ing to the mood of the employer;” 


_and jam-filling, where less money was 


received than was expected, it being 
‘a case of the fireman’s word against 
that of the workers.” Low prices in 
many trades had been largely modified 
when a protection order had _ been 
enforced. The 5d. per dozen paid in 
the sack-making trade compared very 
unfavourably with the price paid in 
trades where the Particulars Order had 
been applied. The fact that during 


the last two years a large number of 
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trades had voluntarily established a | pleasures and sufferings of every family 


system of granting these particulars, 
largely answered the objection that in 
some trades the application of the Order 
was not feasible. 


No doubt influences were brought 
to bear against the extension of 
powers of this kind. Certain inter- 


ests were supposed to be opposed to 


greater stringency. But there was no 
interest in which the whole country 


was more deeply involved than the 
health and character of the workers, 
and that they were in danger could not 
be doubted by anyone familiar with 
the homes of the workers in the East 
Ead of London. Those who knew the 
suffocating conditions under which the 
workers through their poverty were 
compelled to live could not deny 
that the stringency of the Factory 
Acts had been to the general advantage 
of the public health, and therefore to 
the advantage of capitalist as well as 
employee. He had seen the deplorable 
result of conditions of employment upon 
the physique of the worker’s children, and 
there was a very real danger of losing what 
was really our national capital by per- 
mitting such inroads upon the health 
and character of the people as were 
made by the conditions under which 
the people worked. 


There were two main lines of 
defence by which those inroads could 
be opposed—viz., the voluntary com- 
bination of labour in its own defence 
and the protection of the operative by 
theState. This certainly was nota matter 
in regard to which any laxity ought to be 
permitted, or where Party principles 
should lead the Government to oppose 
stringent Jegislation. If to-day the nation 
accepted the principle of the contro] of 
labour by the State might they not grate- 
fully acknowledge that it was the work of 
statesmen in the past. 
Nobody ever denounced more vehemently 
Mr. Disraeli the horrors of the 
truck system. Lord Shaftesbury, whose 


Conservative 
than 


name would always be associated with 
this beneficeat law, said this legislation 


in the country. 





He said— 


“Tt is a great political, moral, and religious 
question: political, because it would decide 
whether the poor should be left in just dis- 
content ; moral, because it would determine 


| whether the rising generation should be raised 
, above the enjoyment of mere brute sensualities; 
| religious, because it evolved the means to tens 


of thousands of being brought up in the faith 
and fear of the Almighty.” 


*Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) urged that more opportunities 
should be given for the discussion of 
these questions, and the Home Secetary 
ought to have more time given to him for 
rep'ying to debates of this kind. It was 
impossible for any Minister to reply to 
all the points raised over the wide 
field of labour, and certain subjects 


ought to be selected for one day, 
and then everybody would get a 


reasonable opportunity of stating his 
views. These labour questions would 
loom larger in the discussions of the 
future. 


He wished to refer to the question 
of time cribbing, which meant that 
instead of working 55} hours a week 
sometimes the workpeople were obliged 


to work on for 60 hours by the 
employers ‘‘nibbling” at the start- 


ing and stopping time. He once worked 
in a mill himself where by starting 
the engines before the proper starting 
time and running them after they ought 
to be stopped he worked about fifty 
minutes a day overtime, and this practice 
was going on to-day in Lancashire. 
This was very unfair to the decent em- 
ployers, because where this practice pre- 
vailed the pieceworkers earned better 
wages and thus attracted the best 
employees. Employers had complained 
to him of this system of “nibbling” 
time. In fairness to the decent employer 
the Home Office should be on their guard. 
Last year he was told that the employees 
themselves were responsible, because they 
had scouts to watch for the appearance 
of the inspector. Personally he doubted 
the truth of that charge, and he had 
caused careful inquiries to be made. 
He would remind the right hon. Gentle- 


dealt with the most tragic reatities of our | man that it wasnot those operatives who 


national life and went home to the real | 


were complaining of the overtims. There 
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were operatives in the position of over- 
lookers and foremen. At the mill he 
used to work at there were four members 
of the firm employed, and all the four of 
them were scouting when the engines 
were set on and stopped. They had 
made suggestions to the Home Office 
for checking this evil. There was a 
machine in use in many cotton mills 
which automatically registered the num- 
ber of minutes an engine was running, 
and the employers had these machines in 
their own interests. In this way the 
employers could tell whether the engines 
had worked fifty-five or sixty hours, and 
they could judge whether the amount 
of their production was up or down, and 
they could obtain these results for 
weeks back. These registers might be 
taken by the inspectors as evidence of 
the time the engines had been running, 
and when an inspector found this practice 
going on and he was confronted with 
the excuse that it was a mistake, he 
could look at the register, and if it re- 
corded more than the legal time for 
weeks back, that ought to be conclusive 
or additional evidence before the magis- 
trate that this was not an isolated case, 
but a deliberate breach of the law. He 
made that as a suggestion to the right 
hon. Gentleman, and he hoped the 
matter would be attended to. 


With regard to ventilation, he would not 
criticise anything which had been done 
during the past year, because they had 
been changing the system of inspection, 
and he wished the new system to be given 
a fair trial. He thought it would be ad- 
mitted that the effectiveness of inspection 
was largely due to the help given by the 
operatives, and in regard to ventilation 
their assistance had enabled those who 
broke the law to be prosecuted. There- 
fore he thought more confidence ought 
to be placed in the operatives. He 
thought they were entitled to have 
a copy of the report of the inspector’s 
visit as well as the employer, and if this 
request was granted there would be 
much more satisfaction with the operation 
of the ventilation clauses. He thought 
the table which would shorily be issued 
ought to give some evidence of the 
number of tests made and the results of 
them. These particulars might be 


given in tabulated form and supplied 
Mr. Shackleton, 
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in a public document, so that they 
would know how they were going on. 


With regard to machinery accidents, 
he was pleased to say that some 
inquiries had been made with regard to 
the spinning room, and he was hopeful 
that certain regulations would be issued 
which would do a great deal to lessen 
accidents in the spinning rooms. The 
results of these inquiries in the Oldham 
district had been satisfactory, but they 
would have been still better but for the 
opposition from the Masters’ Federation in 
Oldham and neighbourhood. He thought 
the fact that there had been considerable 
opposition in regard to the fencing of 
machinery by some of the employees in the 
Oldham district ought to be noted. It 
was most unfair that a man who held 
the dual position of solicitor to the 
employer should be magistrates’ clerk 
to decide charges brought against em- 
ployers. That gentleman should give 
up one or other of the offices, and there 
ought to be some power to tell him not 
to act as Judge and jury in what was 
practically his own case. The Home 
Secretary appreciated the unfairness of 
the position, but he had no power to 


alter it. In regard to the carding- 
room operatives, he was sorry to 
say that very little improvement 


had taken place. He would call the 
attention of the Committee to six cases 
of accidents to workers whose ages 
ranged from nineteen to forty, most of 
them being under thirty. Loss of right 
hand; loss of right arm; fatal—right 
arm fearfully mangled; loss of right 
hand ; loss of left hand ; loss of left hand. 
The report stated that these terrible 
accidents were all preventable. That 
was the opinion of the inspector for the 
district who was responsible for making 
the report. The people whom he repre- 
sented in that House had done their 
best to bring before the Home Office 
the seriousness of this matter. There 
were machines in the market which 
would prevent many of these accidents. 
About eight or nine months ago a 
deputation visited the Home Office 
and showed a model of one of 
those machines. Not only the maker, 
but employers who had used it gave 
the assurance that it would be impos- 
sible for these serious aceidents to happen 
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if this “cover” were put over the | 
machine. If accidents could be pre- 

vented surely no effort should be spared 

to save the lives and limbs of the people 

who were engaged in factories. 


The recent legislation in regard to the 
Particulars Clause had been of great benefit 
to the textile operatives, and he was 
pleased to be able to state that many other 
trades were now receiving advantage 
from it. Employers in the cotton trade 
would agree with him when he said that 
it had been a great preventive of strikes. 
Formerly an employer who did not pay 
the proper price got an advantage over 
a decent employer who did, and the 
operatives had no remedy except by 
closing the mill, If the amount in 
dispute was only 3s. or 4s. they hesitated 
about taking that step, and the result 
was that an unprincipled man got the 
benefit of the position. Now all that 
was changed. They had simply to 
add up the total deficiency and take 
the men into Court, a strike being in 
this way averted. It had not in a 
single case in his experience been neces- 
sary to go into Court yet, each dispute 
having been settled out of Court. One 
of the inspectors stated in his report that 
the average penalty imposed when con- 
victions were obtained under the Fac- 
tories and Workshops Act was 5s. 6°8d. 
Unless employers looked upon appearance 
in a Police Court as a source of degrada- 
tion, such penalties would never act as 
a deterrent. It was nonsense to fine 
a man 3s, 6d., for he could make more 
next day by means of deductions, 


He wished to call the Home Secretary’s 
attention toa case from Belfast to which 
reference was made in the report of 
the Chief Inspector. He had had a 
tremendous amount of correspondence 
in regard to this case, and he had also 
had an opportunity of examining the 
minute-book of the operatives’ associa- 
tion, and therefore he knew how the 
matter stood. Briefly, the facts were 
these. The Home Office some time 
since—he did not know when—decided 
that handkerchiefs were wearing ap- 
parel; but how they came to say 
so he did not know. It had, since 
that decision was given, been  pos- 
sible for firms to bring in a claim for 
exemption from the regulations affecting | 
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overtime work for quite a number of 
other articles besides handkerchiefs. It 
was alleged in connection with this par- 
ticular case that the law was continually 
being broken, and that this firm or these 
firms—he did not know how many of 
them were concerned—had been going 
on in work in a way that was not legal. 
It was legal to work overtime in the 
making of handkerchiefs, but it was 
illegal to work overtime in making bed- 
linen, table-linen, and things of that sort. 
It was difficult for an inspector, when 
he went into a factory, to say what over- 
time was being worked legally and what 
overtime was being worked illegally, 
because one girl might be working at 
handkerchiefs and another at other 
articles. The ordinary common-sense 
way of dealing with this matter would 
have been to make overtime work on 
handkerchiefs illegal, especially when 
it was known that the operatives did not 
desire overtime. In his opinion overtime 
work ought to have been made illegal for 
all the articles. It appeared that in 
Belfast a warehouse was said to be a non- 
textile factory while the other part was 
a textile factory, and that overtime was 
allowed in one part of the same works 
and not in the other. It appeared to 
him that the proper course would have 
been to say that handkerchiefs were not 
wearing apparel. Noamount of argument 
could convince ordinary persons that 
they were wearing apparel. It must 
have been a legal mind that had been 
convinced. 


He complained that the Home Office 
took this action without the know- 
ledge of the operatives. He knew it was 
not so easy to obtain information from 
operatives in Belfast as in Lancashire, 
but it was possible to obtain it. There 
was evidence to show that what had been 
done was not in accordance with the 
desire of the operatives themselves. 
Resolution after resolution had been 
passed protesting against overtime, and 
nowhere could he find any expression of 
opinion in Belfast by the operatives 
asking this extension to be granted. He 
thought the best way out of the difficulty 
would be to revert to the regulation which 
made overtime in regad to handkerchiefs 
illegal. It appeared to him that that 
was the most sensible course to take in 
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this matter. 
these things 
head of the 
know where 





The hon. Member called attention to what 
had occurred at Liverpool in connection 
with the dock labourers’ strike, and 
stated that the course pursued by the 
employers amounted to a breach of the 
Truck Act. A number of men were 
imported to take the places of the 
labourers on strike, and the employers 
provided them with clothes, boots, and 


tobacco, deductions being made in re- | 1 


spect of the goods from the wages of | 
the men. They received only the 
balance of money due to them. The 
Home Secertary had told him this was 
illegal, but, as the case was not one 
arising in a factory or workshop, an 
inspector had no power under Section 
13 of the Act of 1887 to take any action | 
in the matter. 
nothing to prevent the Home Secretary 


from instructing one of his clerks to | 


prosecute. He spoke as a layman, but 


he did not agree with the decision of the | 


Home Secretary in the matter. He 
thought that that could be shown to be a | 


part of the duty of the inspector. He | 
referred to Section 119 of the Act to 


prove that. He thought it was most 


unfair that any preference should be | 
and he | 


given to one side or the other ; 
hoped that the right hon. 
would reconsider the Answer which he 
had given. 


Mr. COGHILL 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean in the line which that 
right hon. Gentleman had traversed. 
seemed to him that the right hon. Gentle- | 
man had presented his case in regard to 
china and earthenware factories in some. 
what strong colours. It appeared to him 
that the cases of lead poisoning were 
slowly dying away and there was every 
reason to believe that the causes for these 
would disappear. The chief causes of that 
improvement were the greater cleanli- 
ness inculcated in the workpeople, the 


greater use of fans, and the power of sus- 
pension which th: doctors now enjoved. 
If workpeople could only be induced to 


Mr. Shackleton, 
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thoroughly cleanse themselves after being 
in contact with the lead, cases of poisoning 


would be almost entirely eliminated. 
But that was difficult. It was all very 
|well to make rules; the difficulty 
_was to get people to obey them. The 
right hon. Gentleman went on to 
quote, from the official report — of 
| Mr. Shooter, particulars with regard to 


/a case at Plymouth. He insisted that 
there were two reasons for the diminution 
of colic cases in the dockyard. One 
was the provision of more washing 





If that was so, there was | 


Gentleman | 


(Stoke-upon-Trent) | 
said that he did not propose to follow | 


It | 


appliances, and the other was the order 
issued to the effect that men who had 
once contracted lead poisoning should 
not be employed in any process which 
would bring them in contact with the 
lead. That was very similar to what 
'was being done in the Potteries. Mr. 
Shooter went on to say that it was sur- 
"prising to find how indifferent workmen 
were to the need for personal cleanliness, 
‘and he mentioned a case of workmen 
eating with filthy hands in a room which 
contained all the appliances for washing. 
'Time must be allowed for men to get 
accustomed to the new rules and_ to 
see the necessity for using the con- 
veniences which were now placed 
‘their disposal for cleansing themselves. 
He also gave instances of people who 
neglected to adopt precautions; of a 
plumber who persisted in chewing 
tobacco at work, which tobacco became 
contaminated, and of girls who ate sweets 
which became contaminated with lead 
from their pockets. 


9 
a 


| 


| 
| 
| 





| He believed that the power of sus- 
pension had had a most beneficial effect. 
The right hon. Baronet seemed to suggest 
that that power was being used in a 
somewhat wholesale fashion ; but he 
showed, by references to the reports, 
that that was not the case. The hon. 
Baronet contended that the use of 
yellow phosphorus should be forbidden 
altogether ; but he thought in the 
present state of knowledge it was ab- 
solutely impossible to prohibit its use. 
They were told two years ago that the 
use of lead would gradually disappear, 
and that leadless glazes would become 
almost universal. So far from progress 
having been made in that direction, 
the use of leadless glaze was actually 
going back. The reason was that great 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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losses had been entailed upon manu- 
facturers by its use. People using lead- 
less glaze could not possibly make the 
ordinary trade profit, and could not meet 
the severe foreign competition to which 
they were subjected. In fact, leadless 
glazes had broken down. They would 
be glad if they could be used universally ; 
but they were a long way from that. 
A great deal more had to be learned 


about the industry, and further dis- | 


coveries must be made before the Home 


Office, however anxious it might be to | 


do it, could forbid the use of lead in the 
process of pottery manufacture. So 
far as they were concerned in North 
Staffordshire, the prevailing opinion was 
that the present rules were working very 


satisfactorily and that there had been a | 
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very competent person, said that the 
fathers did not do much work, and some- 
| times the mothers were not very particular 
| about their own children. Some of the 
| worst cases were where children were em- 
| ployed by parents. One of the worst cases 
| in his list was that of a boy whose father 
|was a hairdresser, and who worked 
|forty-nine and a-half hours a week 
| besides school hours, What hold could 
they have upon people if they were 
allowed to trail their little boys and 
girls through the streets in order to 
make some few pennies. It was said 
that those men and women were very 
poor and that it was really a necessity, 
but at that very inquiry it was shown 
| that out of sixty-nine cases there was only 
one which was necessitous. 


very gratifying diminution in the number | 


of cases of lead poisoning, 


Mr. TENNANT 


(Berwickshire) said 


he thought it would be acknowledged | 


that the debate had been of a most 
interesting character. On his own part 
he must confess that it would be im- 
possible to exaggerate the importance 
of this question, and he regretted that 


this debate had been delayed to the last | 


days of an exciting session, He might 
be allowed to say that he could not 
congratulate the right hon, Gentleman 
on the progress he had made in regard 
to the employment of young children 
in the streets. At one time he carried 


an Amendment prohibiting altogether | 


the employment of children under sixteen 
in the streets; but they were told by 
the Government that they would leave 
it to the local authorities to make the 
best provision they could for their pro- 
tection. 
had suggested that it would be wise to 
prohibit altogether girls under sixteen 
being allowed to sell in the streets, but 
the right hon. Gentleman had caused to 


be inserted in by-laws a provision that | 


children should be allowed to sell in the 
streets so long as they were accompanied 
by their parents or guardians. He said 
it did not matter if they had got their 
parents with them. He joined issue with 
the right hon. Gentleman there. The right 
hon. Gentleman had caused an inquiry to 
be held into the matter by Mr. Chester 
Jones, and at that inquiry Mr, Footes, a 


In many cases local authorities | 


It was now exactly ten years 
since he had the honour of sitting 
upon a Commission to inquire into 
| dangerous trades. They reported that 
there were twenty-four such trades, 
and they recommended that seventeen 
'of them should be specially regulated. 
How many of these seventeen had been 
so regulated ? Precisely two and a-half. 
There were three or four trades which 
were now under a sort of voluntary 
isystem, which he ventured to say wa 
most unsatisfactory. There were seven- 
teen recommended for special regulations, 
two and a-half had been so regulated, 
three or four were under voluntary 
schemes, and ten had been left wholly 
untouched. Of the two and a-half dealt 
with by the Home Office, one was the 
indiarubber trade, which was dangerous 
for two or three reasons; one being 
|owing to the naphtha which was given 
‘off in the atmosphere and which was 
used in every part of the building. 
What did the inspector say with regard 
to naphtha? He said— 


“ Some cases to which my attention was drawn 
of sickness, colic, and anemia, alleged to be 
caused by white lead, occurring amongst girls 
in the rubber-solution room of an asbestos 
factory, were investigated by Miss Paterson at 
the works and at the homes, inquiry also being 
made at the infirmary. The process was that 
of coating and joining asbestos strips with rub- 
ber solution of a milky, glutinous character, 
emitting strong fumes of naphtha. ‘Many of 
these girls were markedly anawmie and had 
symptoms similar to those so common amongst 
rubber-shoemakers. One who was under 
treatment at the hospital as an out-patient for 
loss of power of arm was strikingly pale and 
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nervous, 


the workroom, and, undesirable as this is in any 
factory, it is especially so in one where the air 
is loaded with the heavy fumes of naphtha and 
rubber solution. ’” 

That was one of the subjects recom- 
mended by the Dangerous Trades Com- 
mission for treatment by the Home 
Office, and yet they had done nothing. 


He now came to the perennial question 
of laundries, on which Subject they would 
not rest until it was dealt with. In the 
Report to which he had just alluded, it 
was stated that those places were physi- 
cally and morally dangerous and un- 
healthy even when parents were present. 


There was in the china and earthen- 
ware trade no doubt great difficulty 
experienced on the part of employers 
to get the workpeople to avail them- 
selves of the opportunities placed at 
their disposal for cleanliness and_ to 
utilise in every possible form the appli- 
ances provided for the safety of their 
health, and he wished to strengthen the 
hands of the inspectors and employers 
in that matter. It was, however, childish 
to try and make out that the whole 
of the illnesses in the pottery trade 
were owing to the neglect of the work- 
people to seize these opportunities. If 
they were to wash their hands at every 
available time, and to use all the oppor- 
tunities at their command, lead working 
would always remain a dangerous occupa- 
tion. It was true that there had not 
been so many suspensions, but, after all, 
suspension was only a palliative, and it was 
less cruel to ask women who proved to be 
susceptible to lead poisoning to go to 
some other employment. He rejoiced 
that there were fewer suspensions, but 
he thought it meant that many poor 
women were now living upon the 
charity of other people and were not 
able to earn their livelihood in other 
trades. He suggested that a small 
Commission should be appointed to 
inquire whether it was 
and commercially possible to 
leadless glaze ware which would com- 
pete satisfactorily with the ordinary 


ware, and that they should com- 
municate with foreign countries on 
the point. He believed that a great | 


deal of leadless glaze had been manu- 
factured that was extremely good. He, 


Mr. Tennant. 


{COMMONS} 


On inquiry, I found that many of | 
the workers ate their breakfast and dinner in | 


economically | 
make | 
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had a descert service which 
would bear comparison with any 
modern service. One might certainly 
learn a great deal by discovering what 
was the result of experience with regard 
to this matter in foreign countries. 


himself 


There was one other point he would 
like to make with regard tothe china and 
earthenware trade, and that was with 
‘reference to the question of compensa- 
‘tion, Schedule B which was hung up 
in factories was so complicated that 
women thought it was limited to men. 
He suggested that the Home Secretary 
should have a little abstract made set- 
ting forth the manner in which a 
person who was a victim of lead poison- 
ing should acquaint the authorities, 
If the right hon. Gentleman would have 
an extract hung up instead of Schedule 
B it would, he thought, do a great 
deal of good. 


Turning to the cases of poisoning 
from every cause, he was sorry to 
see that if they took the five months 
ending May, 1904, they would find 
the number of cases was 229, whilst 
the number for the corresponding 
period in 1905 was 239. The deaths 
were eight in 1904, and eleven in 1905. 
That showed a considerable increase. 
But if they investigated further and 
looked at the Return of what were called 
the diseases of occupation, which in- 
cluded poisoning by mercury, phos- 
phorus, arsenic, and anthrax, in the 
Labour Gazette, they would find that 
the figures were 258 last year and 268 
this, whilst the deaths were ten last 
year as against nineteen this. That 
was very striking, the number of deaths 
this year having nearly doubled. As 
many as eight deaths had been caused by 
| anthrax, which was a very serious thing, 
|and he wished to ask the right hon. 
|Gentleman whether he could not do 
|something to improve the condition 
| of those trades in which these diseases 
| occurred. 


With regard to the question of lifting 
_ heavy weights, he called attention to the 
| report of Miss Squire. On page 26 of 
the annual Report Miss Squire said— 

_ “It is surprising how little thought is given 
in many factories of various kinds to the means 
of transference of goods from one department 
to another, little girls toil backwards and for- 
wards up and down stairs with loads of 


| 
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material or goods which could he much more | made this statement with reg.rd to 
af 


quickly or safely carried by means of a lift.’ 


And further on she said of a girl 
who was pushing a trolley up an 
incline, the paving of which was rough 
and broken— 

“T watched her do this difficult task with 


astonishment that anyone could set a girl to such 
an awkward and exhausting employment.” 


He would give three examples of the 
lifting of heavy weights. A boy of 
thirteen years of age struggling up a 
steep flight of stairs carrying a piece of 
clay weighing seventy-eight pounds; a 
woman carrying twelve boards each 
six feet in length and each weighing four 
pounds, forty-eight pounds in all; and 
four women employed solely as clay 
carriers, each making 128 journeys a 


day, some of which were a fair distance, | 
and at each journey carrying a piece | 


of clay weighing half a hundredwe’‘ght. 
We were very far behind other nations 
inthis matter. It was a most remarkable 
thing that while learned and right hon. 
Gentlemen went about the 


far behind France, and both Germany 
and Austria had given us most admirable 
examples. 


dents. 


tions, and in view of the fact that the 
(Committee over which he (Mr. Tennant) 


it was rather remarkable that no legisla- 
tive or quasi-legislative action had been 
taken. By a stroke of the pen the right 
hon. Gentleman at any rate could make 
special rules with regard to electric 
power stations. The inspector said— 

“The number of unprotected and dangerous 
switches, for instance, which I have caused to 
le protected will run into many hundreds.” 


He really desired to show the House 
what the nature of electrical accidents 
was. Thev mostly occurred from bad 
lighting, from want of fencing, and other 
causes of a like character. There were 
thirty-three non-fatal and three fatal 
cases last vear due solely to electric 
current and Mr. Scott Ram, the inspector, 


country | 
declaring that in these matters this | 
country was in front of others, we were | 


: ; . | was the president or 
Then with regard to electrical acci- | I 
Tw ‘eats ago the inspector | : : : 
[wo years ago the pector for an increase in the inspectorate. 
reported and made certain recommenda- | 


| them— 


| The fatal electrical accidents during the 
year occurred under widely different conditions 
of system and pressure and again prove that 
unless proper precautions are taken any system 
or pressure may be dangerous. Fatal shocks 
occurred at pressures ranging from 10,000 volts 
to 200 volts. Some of those at low pressures 
appeared to bring about instant death while in 
one case at 10,000 volts death occurred after 
an interval of ten days, during which the victim 
lost both legs and one arm by amputation in 
the fruitless etforts of the surgeons to save his 
life. In most cases which I investigated the 
victims were found by post-mortem examina: 
tion to have been of sound constitution, and 
| the usual excuse of a weak heart contributing 

to the fatality was not borne out. Some ot 
| the non-fatal accidents were again of a very 
| Serious nature, involving permaneat injury.” 
He thought there was very strong 
ground there for the Home Office taking 
action, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would have something to tell 
the Committee of what he proposed to 
| do. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


With regard to the factories, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had asked for an 
increase in the inspectorate, and he was 
glad to see that the two women inspectors 
who had been appointed temporarily 
were now placed on the permanent staff. 


| He was also glad to think that the club 


associations of which Miss Montague 
secretary was 
petitioning the right hon. Gentleman 


Finally, he would remind the Committee 
that there were 4,700,000 people employed 


: 'in the factories and workshops of this 
presided six years before had made | 


precisely the same recommendations— | 





country, and that in 1904 there were 
93,000 accidents ; that is to say, there was 
one accident to every fifty people em- 
ployed. It was a most unfortunate 
thing that in many of these cases the 
only way to secure immunity from 
accidents was to have recourse to the 
Employers’ Liability Act or the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act. 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) said he hoped that when the Home 
Secretary replied he would explain to 
the Committee what was being done under 
the Employment of Children Act. The 
employment of children in the hours they 
were not at school had frequently been 
brought before the House. The mischief 
of that employment was that children 
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came to the schools so exhausted with 
labour that they were quite incapable 
of profiting from the instruction pro- 
vided by the State at great expense. In 
regard to this matter two official inquiries 
had been made, one by the Board of 
Kducation in 1891 and the other by the 
Home Office in 1899 or 1900, and in 1903 
a Bill was brought in and passed. The 
Employment of Children Act had now 
been in force two years, and there were 
two Questions he wished to put to the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to it. 
Under the Act the local authority for 
the Metropolis had power to make by- 
laws as to the employment of children, 
but those by-laws had no force until 
they had received the sanction of the 
Home Secretary. The local authority 
had at last made by-laws, which had 
been submitted to the Secretary of 
State, and there was an inquiry now 
going on not only as to the merits of the 
particular by-laws, but, as he under- 
stood, the whole question had been 
reopened. It was not a qu: stion deperd- 
ing onthe poverty of the parents, as some 
of the very poorest would not allow their 
children to be employed in this way. 
A most remarkable case had come out 
in evidence. There were a large number 
of Jewish barbers, but it was impossible 
to obtain Jewish lather boys, because 
their parents, although extremely poor, 
would not allow them to be so employed 
out of school hours. As to th: country 
at large, he would like to know how 
many local authorities had made by- 
laws, and whether the Secretary of 
State regarded it as a part of his duty 
to urge upon the local authorities the 
propriety of making such by-laws. The 
Act was of no use for the protection 
of children unless the local authorities 
could be induced to make by-laws, and 
a judicious circular from the Home 
Office, pointing out the action which 
had been taken in London and else- 
where, might greatly accelerate the 
framing of by-laws throughout the 
country generally, as it would bring 
home to local authorities their respon- 
sibility under the Act. ae 

In view of the number of Members who 
desired to speak, he would only make two 
general observations. At the first Labour 
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Great Britain was ahead of almost 
every other country in Europe in the 
matter of factory legislation, and the 
argument used to foreign employers 
was that our regulations in no way 
interfered with the efficiency of our 
productior, but that, although a pro- 
tection to the workers, they were also 
an advantage to the employer. He 
did not quarrel with tatiff reformers 
for saying that our factory legislation 
was a great burden on our industries 
and gave our foreign competitors an 
advantage Over us; of course it was not 
true, but they had so few arguments to 
place before the working classes that 
one could not blame them for using any 
argument that they were able to furbish 
up for the occasion. But he did 
earnestly hope that such an argument 
would not be countenanced by the 
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Government either at home or abroad, 
The second observation he desired to 
make was that much greater oppor- 
tunities for the discussion of these 
social questiors ought to be afforded 
at an earlier period of the session, 
when Members were fresher and better 
able to deal with the subject properly. 
Nothing could haye been more proper in 
the deliberations of Parliament than the 
speeches delivered that afternoon. They 
had been clear, practical, and to the point. 
The HomeOffice had enormous power over 
labour questions in the way of making 
regulations and so forth, and upon the 
efficient administration of the Home 
Office depended a great deal of our in- 
dustrial happiness and prosperity. He 
made no attack upon the Home Office ; 
on the whole their action was extremely 
good, but it was most essential that that 
action should be discussed in the House. 
It was only by the application of eriti- 
cisms and Questions by such Members 
as the hon. Member for Clitheroe and 
others who had practical knowledge of 
the trades that the working of the Home 
Office could be made ofa wholly satisfac- 
tory character. He hoped, therefore, that 
the right hon. Gentleman, if in office 
next session, would press upon the Cabinet 
the importance of these matters being 
discussed earlier in the year. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) agreed as 
to the desirability of discussing these 





Congress held in Berlin fifteen vears ago 
Sir John Gorst. 


questions earlier in the session, and 
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suggested that, if necessary, to secure {longer time than they ought were able 
that end the House should be willing to | to give the piece-workers a larger wage 
take the debate even before the factory | and to secure larger profits for themselves. 


irspectors’ reports were available. He 
was glad to notice that there was a con- 
sideraLle diminution in the number of 
accidents in textile mills, particularly 
cotton mills, and especially that so few 
fatal accidents occurred inside the mills. 
There ought really to be none at all. The 
new restrictions with regard to mules in 
cotton mills had had an excellent effect, 
the accidents from mules having de- 
creased from 810 in 1900 to 587 in 1904, 
which he thought was ample justification 
for the imposition of the restrictions. 
Suggestions had been made with regard 
to the carding room which had not earned 
the acquiescence of either employers or 
operatives. It was frequently difficult 
to introduce into old machines improve- 
ments which might very properly be 
insisted upon in the case of new machines. 
He noticed with regret that Oldham was 
animadverted upon by the inspector for 
its conservatism in adopting improve- 
ments. Oldham was conservative in 
some respects; the people were apt to 
think that in these matters they knew 
a great deal better than any inspector 
from outside. In other matters they 
were fairly open-minded, as was shown 


by the fact that in 1900 they returned | 


his hon. friend his colleague in the 
representation of Oldham as a Conser- 
vative and himself as a Liberal. 


In regard to some matters the report of 
the factory inspector laid the blame, and 
he thought properly, upon the operatives. 
For instance, accidents due to cleaning 
machinery while running often occurred 
through the operators being so anxious 


to leave their work at the earliest possible | 


moment on Saturday. If necessary, it 
would be perfectly justifiable to keep the 
mill doors closed until twelve o’clock, the 
Saturday hour for the men to leave. 
There was a slight increase in the acci- 
dents from flying shuttles. Some of 
these occurred through the shuttleguard 
being tied up by the operatives. When 
operatives were guilty of these mis- 
demeanours they ought to be prosecuted. 
Time-cribbing was a misdemeanour from 
which both honest employers and honest 
operatives suffered very much, because 
the people who ran their works for a 


Some factory inpectors said the operatives 
lent themselves to the system of scouting 
and thus helped to defeat the proper 
carrving out of the law. The operatives 
got a larger wage owing to the cribbing 
of time just as the employer obtained a 
larger profit ; their interest, therefore, was 
to defeat the law. He did not know how 
it was to be overcome. It was utterly 
unfair to the honest employer who desired 
to keep to the time allowed by law. In 
the large inspecting districts it was im- 
possible for the factory inspectors to do 
more than catch a few offenders here and 
there. There were machines which would 
record to a fraction of a second what 
time was worked, and if there was no 
other way of enforcing the law he would 
be very glad to see those mechanical 
appliances generally adopted. 


On the question of women inspectors he 
pointed out that those appointed had to 
cover immense districts and were over- 
worked; they were mostiy employed on 
special reports, and many more of those 
women inspectors were wanted in order 
that the enormous number of women 
employed in factories might have ade- 
quate protection. Ghastly stories were 


told of the way in which the com- 
paratively new law with regard to 


women returning to work after child- 
birth was infringed. That could be 
stopped if the law were altered. There 
were certain recommendations in the 
Report of the Physical Deterioration 
Committee which, if carried out, would 
stop it. This infringement was the 
cause of a terrible amount of suffering, and 
if it was permitted it would be impossible 
to raise up a virile race of men in the 
large towns who would be able to carry 
on the traditions of the country. He 
was pleased to see the new boiler 
legislation of the last Factory Act was 
working satisfactorily. He wished the 
same kind of safeguards were applied 
to other boilers as were now applied to 


| boilers in factories and workshops. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean Division of 
Gloucestershire had referred to the 
subject of international agreement w ith 
regard to dangerous trades and factory 
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legislation. He complained that they 
had sent to the conference last year 
men of inferior rank with far too 
stringent instructions. Great Britain | 
ought to be doing everything _ pos- 
sible to forward the aims of this 


conference. He agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University that there was no 
reason to suppose that our factory 
legislation had gone too far. He had 
no sympathy with the views he 
had heard so often expressed that 
they had far too much grand- 
motherly legislation. The Factory Acts 
had levelled up the worst employers 
to the position of better employers, 
they had helped the honest as opposed 
to the unscrupulous employers, and at 
the same time the effect had been to 
improve the physical well-being of the 
people. All factory legislation was a 
question of levelling up, and the Factory 
Department had never required any- 
thing to be done that the better class 
of employers were not already doing. 
On the Continent in the past they had 
been treated as pioneers, but they were 
not pioneers in everything now, although 
in regard to many things they were still | 
ahead. An effort was being made to} 
induce them to alter fundamentally their | 
fiscal system in order to secure better 
conditions for workmen, but that seemed 
to him to be an entirely wrong method. 
He did not think that anything could 
be done for the workers in that way, 
although they might do a good deal 
more by factory legislation and by 
international agreement. Just as factory 
legislation at home had helped the honest 
and humane employer, so would inter- 
national agreement help to obtain the 
best conditions for labour and assist the 
progressive nation in competing with the 
backward nation. 


' He did not altogether accept the 
reasoning of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Cambridge | 
University, though he thought there 
was a great deal to be said for the 
view that all these restrictions had not | 
seriously handicapped them in the com- 
mercial race. On the other hand, if the 
right hon. Gentleman had been able to 
look at this matter from the point of 
view of an employer he would have seen | 


Mr. Emmott. 


{COMMONS} 
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| how all these requirements must cost 


money and must pro tanto handicap 
them. They nevertheless got a benefit 
from it in the physical well-being of the 
workers, and this he hoped in the long run 
paidthem. When, however, one employer 
ran his works upon the most approved 
principles and he saw another employer 
competing with him who paid less 
wages and worked longer hours in old 
factories, then, for the moment, the em- 


ployer who observed the better condi- 


tions felt that he was considerably 
handicapped, and that was the view that 
he particularly desired to emphasise in 
regard to this question of international 
agreement. It was not only just, but 
it was economically wise for this country 
to do all it could to encourage other 
nations to come up to our level. With 
regard to the forthcoming conference, 
which he understood was to be held next 
year, he hoped the Home Secretary, if 
he continued in office, would not only 
send men of adequate rank for the 
purpose, but that he would also give 
very liberal instructions and help them 
to secure on behalf of this country an 
advance in the direction of an improve- 
ment in dangerous trades and _ other 
matters of factory legislation. He 
pressed that view upon him for the credit 
of this country and because he believed 
that it was a wise as well as a just and 
humane thing to do. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he associated him- 
self with those who had _ expressed 


the hope that more time would be 
devoted to the consideration of the 
Home Office Vote in future sessions. 
Hon. Members who had sat through the 


_debate must have been struck with the 


important character and the great variety 
of the subjects to which attention had 
been drawn on a Vote such as they were 
now considering. The time at their dis- 
posal was insufficient and was not fair 
to the Home Secretary, who was most 
anxious to give the fullest information in 
regard to every detail which came within 
the scope of his duties. It was not fair 
that they should be deprived every year 
of opportunities for the full consideration 
of the vital questions which concerned the 
social life of those they represented in 
Parliament. The industrial holocaust 
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from year to year was largely due to | 
preventable causes, and it therefore be- 

came a matter of grave importance that | 
due time should be given for the practical 
consideration of remedies. He wished 
tO support the appeal which had been 
made to the Home Secretary by the 
hon. Member for West Monmouthshire | 
in the eminently practical speech which he | 
had addressed to the Committee. In an- 

swer to a Question by the hon. Member the 

H me Secretary informed them the other 

day that during the last fifty years some- | 
thing like 9,294 lives had been lost in coal 
mines through explosions. Although at the 
present time the average loss of life in pro- 
portion to the number of persons employed 
and the quantity of minerals produced was 
less than it had ever been, the total still 
stood at an alarmingly high figure. 
It was over 1,009 per annum. That was 
a serious sacrifice of humin life to be 
going on year after year. 


The question for them to consider 
was what could be done to mini- 
mise this terrible sacrifice of _ life. | 
As one who had some practical expe- 
rience of the work done in mines and 
the dangers to be faced, he confessed that 
the difficulty of providing a remedy for 
the terrible evil of accidents was very 
great indeed. Experience taught them 
that one of the penalties they had to pay | 
for the discoveries of modern science for | 
the saving of life and limb in mines was 
that while on the one hand they had 
been providing a remedy against certain | 
evils, they had created new, and probably, | 
in many respects, more serious dangers. | 
For many years their contention was | 
that if they could only have a system of | 
Ventilation m coal mines approaching 
anything like perfection, they would be 
able to chase the dangerous fire damp 
out of the mines and procure for the | 
miners almost perfect immunity from 
danger, but just as they had succeeded in 
developing the ventilation of the mines 
they had created new dangers, for the 
more perfect the system of ventilation of 
amine was the more it tended te stir up 
the fine particles of coal dust strewn 
all through the mines from the shaft to 
the working face. These finely-divided 
particles of coal dust in suspension | 
throughout the mine were capable, if 





sufficient violence were brought to bear 
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on them, of being ignited and creating 
a most serious explosion, It was not 
necessary to have a larg: quantity of 
inflammable gas ina coal mine in order 
to have a serious explosion, If they had 
a blown-out shot ina mine where there 
was a large quantity of finely-divided 
p:rticles of coal dust in a very dry con- 
dition, there was imminent risk of a very 
serious explosion indeed. The evil which 
they had to contend against was therefore 
oue of a complex character. 


Some of the suggestions made by 
his hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouth were of an eminently prac- 
tical character, and if they were 


‘attended to by the Home Office they 


might go a long way indeed in preventing 
accidents from occurring in mines and in 
saving a number of valuable lives. Atten- 
tion had been called that afternoon, as 
had been done again and again before, 
to the necessity for closer and more 
careful examination of mines by 
the staff of inspectors. He knew 
there was great reluctance on the part 


of the Treasury to find the necessary 


money when applications for factory 
and mining inspectors were made. 


|They found the money necessary to 
destroy life, out when it came to a 


question of preserving life then they were 
very economical and very reluctant to 
find the money for that purpose. He 
contended that without a large increase 
in the number of what might be called 
expert inspectors a very great deal could 
be done rf those gentlemen were relieved 
of a vast amount of the clerical duty 
which they had now to perform. Many of 
these gentlemen had to spend the greater 
part of their year’s service in attending 
inquests, making special reports to the 
Home Office, and attending to their 
general clerical duties. If some assist- 
ance were given to them whereby they 
would be enabled to get rid of a lot of 
their clerical work they would be able to 
devote more attention than now to the 
real work of inspection of coal mines. 
He would be the last man to bring any 
charge against the staff of inspectors 
employed by the Home Office. He knew 
that they were greatly overworked, and 
he hoped something would be done to 
give them relief. 
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F His hon, frien] the Member for West 
Monmouth had referred to the in- 
difference of the Home Office in the 
way of giving assistance in regard to 
experiments which coalowners carried out 
in various parts of the country in the 
interest of the industry in which they 
were concerned. In France and Prussia 
there were permanent advisory boards, 
which took charge of matters of this 
kind, aud he thought we might very well 
follow their example in that respect. He 
had the honour a short time ago of 
serving on the Royal Commission on Coal 
Dust which was presided over by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham, who, he was bound 
to say, rendered very valuable service 
in that matter. During the time the 
Commission was conducting its inquiry 
in the North of England the coal- 
owners of Durham and Northumber- 
land were spending a large sum of 
money in the erection of galleries for 
the purpose of conducting experiments in 
shot firing in an atmosphere of coal dust 
and fire damp. Perhaps the Home Office 
had not the power to offer some assistance 
to enable the coalowners to carry on® 
their experiments, but it had power to 
apply to the head of the Government on 
the subject, These experiments, which 
were of an eminently useful and practical 
character, had to be abandoned because 
there were not funds enough to continue 
the investigations. He thought some 
useful work could be done in that way 
either by a permanent national board or 
by district boards. Experiments of the 
character referred to could be conducted 
from time to time with regard to ex- 
plosives, shot- firing, and the testing of 
the safety 'amps to be used in mines, 
He thought also something might be done 
by the Home Office to enforce the sug- 
gestions of the Royal Commission of 1836 
with regard to the qualifications of shot- 
firers. The position of shot-firer was one of 
great responsibility, and grcat care should 
be taken to see that the man who was 
placed in that position was possessed of 
the qualifications necessary to enable 
him to satisfactorily discharge his duty. 
They should be men of a steady and 
sober character, capable of discharging | 
their important duties. He thought ead 





more care ought to be taken in the 
Mr. Fenwick. 


{COMMONS} 
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selection of the men who were to be 
employed as firemen. 


Then he thought that the Home Office 
should insist that at every mine, especially 
a mine ofa known fiery character, there 
should be in readiness apparatus which 
would enable rescuers to descend into the 
mine immediately after an explosion had 
taken place. If there was a big fire in the 
city, everyone knew that it was impor- 
tant to have the fire brigade on the spot 
in a few minutes. Delay was costly. 
And so it was when an explosion took 
place in a mine; the delay of an hour, or 
a couple of hours, sometimes led to the 
sacrifice of valuable lives, and that 
delay was often caused from the want 
of proper appliances to get down into the 
mine atonce. He did not want to give 
a testimonial to any inventor of such 
appliances, but it wus well known that 
there were such appliances. His hon, 
friend the Member for Chester-le-Street 
told him that at his collieries such 
appliances were always in readiness in 
case an explosion took place. He had 
seen men operating such appliances as 
he had referred to when he was a 


;member of a Committee of that House, 


and he held that every colliery should 
be provided with such apparatus for 
immediate use in case of an explosion. 
He himself believed that if an intimation 
from the Home Secretary were given to 
colliery proprietors that such appliances 
were in existence, and that they should 
provide themselves with them, the sug- 
gestion would be at once adopted. 


In conclusion, he wished to back up 
the appeal which his hon. friend the 
Member for West Monmouthshire had 
made to the Home Secretary to grant a 
special inquiry into the causes of the 
recent disaster at Wattstown. He did 
not believe that the right hon. Gentleman 
would refuse such an appeal. The Home 
Secretary had a perfectly free hand in the 
matter. The Act of 1857 gave him the 
power to institute such a special inquiry, 
and he was sure that if such a special 
inquiry were made it would be a satis- 
faction to the ‘riends of all those who 
had suffered from that terrible disaster 
in South Waies. 
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Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axers- 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said he 
could not complain of the tone of the 
debate. Several hon. Members had 
stated that it would be desirable in future 
to have this Vote put down at an earlier 
period of the session; to that he agreed. 
So far as he was concerned, he could 
assure the House that his influence 
had been on the side of an early and 
full discussion of the Vote. Not only 
was that desired by a large number 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, who repre- 
sented to a large extent workmen who 
had great practical knowledge of the 
matters discussed in the debate, but it 
would have been of advantage to him- 
set to have had the debate earlier 
in the session, when it would have been 
easier for him to avail himself of the 
advice of hon. Members. He had 
not made himself in any way hostile 
to the views of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and he had received the greatest help 
from them with regard to various 
rules and regulations. He was extremely 
grateful for it, and he hoped it would be 
continued. The hon. Member for Wans- 
beck, who had spoken, had given great 
and valuable services to the Home Offic: ; 
and he trusted he would agree with him 
that the staff of the Home Office, whether 
they were mining inspectors or Depart- 
mental officials, were always ready to 
recognise assistance given them. 


He had got avery long list of matters 
to deal with, and he had not a very loag 
time in which to do it. The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean had brought forward the 
quesiion of the international conference 
which took place in the spring of the 
present year. At that conference there 
were two matters considered. One was 
the absolute prohibition of white phos- 
phorus and the sale and importation of 
matches mide from it, and the other was 
the regulation of night work for women. 
The right hon. Baronet suggested that 
the delegates they appointed were not 
equal in rank to the delegates of other 
countries. From information he had 
from the delegates themselves, he was 
not of that opinion. It was perfectly 
true that there were at Berne one or two 
delegates of higher Governmental rank 


| knew, 
| break of three cases. It 
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than the British delegates; but these latter 
were certain!y not inferior to the delegates 
of Germany, Austria, Sweden, Denmark, 
and other countries. The right hon. 
Baronet said that limitations were 
imposed upon the delegates. As he had 
pointed out, they were sent as delegates 
and not as plenipotentiaries. The instrue- 
tions they had were to lay before the 
conference the results already obtained 
with regard to the use of white 
phosphorus in match making and with 
regard to the night working of women, 
to give the fullest information of the 
system adopted in this country, and to 
submit a report of the proceedings of the 
conference. They, therefore, had no 
power to bind their country to anything 
without the consideration of their Govera- 
ment. 


With regard to the two subjects which 
were under consideration, the Committee 
would remember that, so far as the use of 
white phosphorus was concerned, it was 
only five years ago that a set of very 
strict rules were settled. The result was 
that the number of cases of “ phossy 
jaw” greatly decreased. After the pass- 


ing of the rules in 1900, there 
were three casos in 1901, four in 


1902, one in 1903, and none in 
1904. When our delegate spoke at the 
conference, he was able to say there 
were none that year, but, as the right 
hon. Baronet and the Committee 
there had since been an out- 
was stated 
then that the number was three, but 
he was assured now that one of those 
three was not a case of “ phossy jaw.” 
With regard to the night working of 
women, our law was very much stricter 
than the regulations proposed by th» 
conference. Women in this country 
worked only ten hours in the textile 
factories and ten and a-half hours in 
the non-textile trades. They could 
not be employed before six nor after 
eight, nor more than five hours with- 
out an interval of half-an-hour for meals, 
They had weekly half-holidays, Sundays, 
and Bank Holidays, and the exemptions 
allowed in respect of the season trades 
and perishable goods were not so 
wide as those proposed by the conference. 
Therefore they were ask:d to agree to 
regulations which did not give quite so 
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much to our employees as they had 
under existing circumstances. 


The resolutions were intended to be 
of an international character, and 


to lead to an international convention. | 


Since the conference the Government 
had received an invitation to enter 
into such a convention, The two 
subjects had been considered, and 
so far as he could see they could not at 
present prohibit the use of white phos- 
phorus. Such prohibition would destroy 
the remainder of the industry of match- 
making with white phosphorus in this 
country. Even if red phosphorus 
were all that it was said to be, manu- 
facturers would require time to learn 
new processes and to teach them to 
their workmen. All this would have 
to be done before 
could assent to prohibition. It was an 
open question whether the existing 
special rules would not satisfactorily 
deal with this matter and succeed in 
stamping cut this terrible disease. 
They were still awaiting the result of an 
inquiry which had been ordered into 
the Gloucester cases. They ought not 
to sign a convention which, if not 
universally observed, would do commer- 
cial injury toour own people. The right 
hoa. Gentleman wa; so well informed in 
these matters that he would not venture to 
contradict him on any matter of this 
kind, but he had that afternoon refreshed 
his memory on the point, and he under- 
stood that, so far as the information of 
his Department went. there was no reason 
to suppose that other countries, especially 
Japan, were likely to come in. So far 
as night labour for women was concerned, 
there would be no harm in joining a 
convention to regulate it, provided that 
the other countries who signed the 
convention gave adequate pledges that 
the regulations would be enforced. We 
enforced our own factory laws strictly; 
but if in one of two countries bound by 
identical regulations those regulations 
were less strictly enforced than in the 
other, considerable hardship would 
be inflicted on the country where 
there was the more rigid enforcement. 
The general policy of entering into 
international agreements on __ these 
industrial 
considered. He was 
Mr. AkerseDouglas. 


not prepared 


{COMMONS! 


the Government | 


matters would have to be, 
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on the part of the Government to say 
that they could enter into any binding 
international agreement on industrial 
|'matters until they were assured that all 
‘the competing industrial countries could 
be brought into the agreement, and had 
further, complete guarantees for the 
uniform enforcement of the agreed 
regulations in all of those countries. 
The question of the duration of such 
agreements would also have to be care- 
fully considered. 


On the question of lead poisoning, 
he thought the inspector’s report was 
not unsatisfactory. There had been a 
slight increase in cases in the last two 
years; but there were fewer cases in the 
first part of the present year than in the 
first half of 1904, and so far as the year 
had gone it compared favourably with 
previous years. The figures must be 
watched with care, but the existing 
special rules were only recently settled, 
after an exhaustive arbitration, by Lord 
James, and they would not be justified 
in making an alteration in them at the 
present time. 


Many important matters had been 
discussed, one of the most important 
having been raised by the hon. Member 
for Monmouthshire, who, in an extremely 
able speech, made a request to him that 
he would grant an inquiry un ler Section 
45 of the Act of 1887 into the dreadful 
aczidezt which had recently occured at 
Wattstown. The hon. Member had 
formed the erroneous impression that he 
had already refused an inquiry, but 
what he had said throughout was thet 
he could not take any steps for the 
appointment of a special inquiry until 
the result of the inquest, now being held, 
was known. Such inquests had in the 
past proved to be very thorough and 
careful, and in this instance special cate 
had been taken to ensure its complete- 
ness. At the request of the hon. Member 
for Rhondda, whose absence and the cause 
of it they much regretted, counsel who 
could speak the Welsh language had 
been employed to attend on behalf of the 
Home Office, and the mines inspectors 
of the districts and adjoining dis- 
trict were also in attendance. These 
gentlemen had examined the work- 
ings, and would give the inquest all 
, possible information. When the verdict 
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had been given, and he had considered | suggested that men with more technical 
the report of the Home Office counsel | knowledge wo.ld be better qualified to 
and of the two inspectors, if he found | discharge the duties of inspectors, but he 
reason to suppose that an inquiry was | thought that the Inspectors’ Education 
desirable he should direct one without | was such as to fit them in every way 
nesitation. It had never, hitherto, how- | for the work they had to perform. 
eyer, been found necessary to hold an 
inquiry under Section 45 in a case where} Mr. T. RICHARDS said his remarks 
ai inquest had already been held. Such about having better educated men 
special inquiries were held in Scotland | applied to firemen. 
up to 1895, but since the passing of the 
Fatal Accidents (Scotland) Bill in that) Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: That fire- 
year, none had been held even in} men occupied extremely important posi- 
S-otland. tiois he quite agreed, but they were 
The hon. Member for Wansbeck haddealt | 2PP0!"" d by colliery owners, not by the 
w th several questions arising out of this a _ — ss 
accident. One of his suggestions was that . : on 7 ee to cee them wel qualime 
steps ought to be taken to provide all)” cnet Goer 
mines with appliances and apparatus, The kon. Member for Monmouth had 
both in the nature of ambulance |cilled attention to the large number 
ani for the artificial supply of breath-| of mining accidents, quoting figures in 
able air. He understood from the re-| support of his contention. But those 
port of the inspector, that so far as) figures had relation to a long series 
the ambulance and first-cid appliances | of years, and applied to the whole 
prescribed under General Rule 54 were | country, and if the Committee would 
concerned, all th» requirements of | look at the table of accidents caused 
that rule were well observed at this! by explosions it would be seen that there 
p.tticular colliery. He was sorry to say, | had been happily a falling off in recent 
however, that in this district, for som» | years. 
time past. it had been difficult to get 
men to attend the St. John’s Ambulance | 
lectures or to pass the first-aid exami- | 
nation. As to the oxygen apparatus. he 
would consider whether a circular letter 
should be s*nt to colliery owners 
suggesting provision of this apparatus. | 
Such appliances did exist, and some of 
them were safe and met probable re- 
quirements. There were, however, some | 
descriptions of the apparatus against 
which he had been warned, as_ they 
might be dingerous to those uilig them. | 
The matter, however, was certainly wl 
worthy of attention. 


The subject raised by tie hon. Mem- 
bers for Down and Belfast gave rise 
to much discussion upon the occasion 
when his right hon. frend the Member 
for Croydon had charge of the Bill 
for amending the Factory Act. The 
House would probably remember that 
‘the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Crovdon intended to deal with the 
question, but that owing to very strong 
opposition at the last moment the part:- 
cular clause in his Bill relating to the 
inspection of laundries had to be aban- 
'doned. Since then his right hon. friend 
had givea a pledge that he would deal 

the hon. Member for Monmouth had with the question on the first oppor- 
criticised the system of inspectioa, tunity. He had tried for the past two 
quoting Professor Galloway to the effect | or three vears to do what he could by 
that, if the inspection were effectually | voluntar, inspection, anda large number 
carried out, there should be no. of conventual houses carrying on laundry 
accidents. The hon. Member sug- | work had voluntarily accepted inspection. 
vested that the inspectors were over- | U. the other hand, he confessed that in- 
worked. He was, of course, aware of the | spection under the voluntary system was 
large amount of work inspectors had to | not wholly satisfactory. The inspector 
do, but did not think that the staff | could not visit without notice being given 
Was inadequate ; and, so far as he could | of his coming, and had, of course, no 
learn from owners and men, they were | power to insist on his recommendations 
energetic and well qualified. It had been | being carried out. He adhered to the 
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pledge given by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Croydon, and although he 
could not talk about legislation then while 
they were in Committee. he was prepared 
at once to introduce legislation to carry 
out the intention of his right hon friend. 





And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Repo,t to the House. 


Committee report Progress: to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING 
SUPPLY [19rH ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Commitee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Cass If. 


1, Motion made, and Question p:o- 
posed, “That asum, not exceeding 
£108,629, be granted to His Majesty, to 
-omplete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the vear ending on the 5lst 
day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment and Subordinate Offices.” 


sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, F.) suid that they had in the Watts- 
town explosion one of those dreadful 
calamities that from time to time shocked 
civilisation. Thoughtful people as'ed 
each other, were all the precautions that 
science and experience taught us exer- 
cised in those perilous industries. There 
were many reasons for fearing that such 
was not the case. They believed that 
many facts brought out by scientitic 
research and practical experience were 
altogether ignored in the conduct of 
working in fiery seams. It was now 
more than twenty-seven years ago since 
he accompanied a scientist, who also was 
a near relative, for some two months in 


Mr. Alkers- Douglas. 
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| visiting all the great collieries then work- 

ing in South Wales, for the purpose of 
collecting gas from blowers and other 
sources, and this scientist gave his ex- 
perience in a work entitled “Coal Mine 
Gases and Ventilation.” Among the 
facts that he brought to light was that 
an admixture of air and marsh gas which, 
under normal pressure, was non-explo- 
sive, would under greater pressure be- 
come explosive. The experiments were 
conducted with samples of air and gas 
free from coal dust. Those experim nts 
proved why it was that explosions in 
coll eries known to be comparatively free 
from gas, except in one or more small 
areas, would in the event of an explosion 
often extend to all the workings in that 
particular seam. Therefore he contende ! 
that the real point of danger was not 
that at which a quantity of gas and air 
would explode under atmospheric condi- 
tions, but the quantity that would ex- 
plode under greater pressure. This, of 
course, was but one of many instances 
brought out by the gentleman to whom 
he had referred, and others working in 
the same field. 


Principal Grifliths, of the University 


Coilege of South Wales and = Mon- 
mouth, of which he had the honour 
to be President, was prompted to 
write a letter to his hon. friend the 


Member for the Rhondda in which he 
made some most valuable suggestions, 
They al! regretted that this great labour 
leader was absent to-day, but they were 
also cheered with tne fact that he had 
so far recovered that it needed physical 
force on the part of his medical attend- 
ant to restrain him from coming to the 
debate. Thev had seen that afternoon 
what a splendid lieutenant he had in the 
hon. Member for West Monmouth. He 
would read a paragraph of the letter of 
Principal Griffiths — 

“We have had Royal Commissions and we 
have the experience of practical men; but I 
make bold to believe that we have not yet hal 
that real devotion of the highest scientitic 
intellect which would enable us to say that all 
that human endeavour can do lias been done. 
Suppose that we were able to devote to this 
matter some of the keenest intellects in the 
kingdom, the minds of en trained to aceurate 
observation, to the consideration of experi- 
mental evidence and to the practical applica- 
tion of knowledge, I am so sanguine as to think 
that great results might follow.” 








—— 
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It was a question whether the time had 
not arr'ved when another Royal Commis- 
sion should be appointed to take the evi- 
dence now available. Since the last Royal 
Commission great strides had been made 
in scientific research and by later experi- 
ence, and it would be well to have some 
such tribunal to focus the knowledge now 
scattered and widespread and make it 
In the 
admirable speech just made by his hon. 
friend the Member for West Monmouth, 
in which he showed his great mastery of 
the subject, he told them that some three 
inspectors were all that were emploved to 
inspect the work of 85,000 men. Three 
inspectors for 85,000 m+n employed in the 
ost hazardous and dangerous Calling in 
the world! Such a number was simply 
absurd. He would that a large 
number of men should be employed, not 
tue highlyepaid inspectors as at present, 
but another class, one analogous to the 
engine-room artificers as compared with 
the engineer officers. There were to-day, 
thanks to the mining classes of the county 
councils, hundreds of young men in 
South Wales qualified to take any posts in 
colliery administration, and who would be 
admirably qualified to perform the duties 
he indicated. He would say that there 
should be one such inspector for every 
2,000 men employed in mines, and then 
they would have some reason to believe 
that mines would be properly inspected. 


say 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £108,529, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Sir 


Alfred Thomas.) 
Mr. RENWICK (Neweastle-on-Tyne) 


said he quite agreed that a Commission 
should be appointed to inquire into the 
Welsh mining disaster. The Home 
Secretary had said he did not think it 
necessarv because there had been an 
inquest, but there was great difference 
between an inquest, when the minds of 
people were swayed by grief or sentiment, 
and a scientifie inquiry such as had 
been asked for. As representing a centre 
of coal mining in the North of England, 
he felt extremely pleased that the Home 
Secretary had beena ble to give such figures 
asto the decrease in the number of acci- 
lentsthroughout the country. He well re- 
iwembered the time, thirty or forty 


years ag), when accidents were much 
more frequent in the North of England 
than at present. It was many years 
since they had had so serious an accident 
as had lately taken place in South Wales, 
but he felt sure in such a lamentab!e 
event they would have been anxious 
for such an inquiry as was asked for by 
the Welsh Members. They all admired 
the heroism of the coal workers, and 
especially of those who formed the 
rescue party, and he thought the men 
had a great claim on th» favour- 
able consideration of the Home Secretary. 

Another question he desired to ask was 
one withregard to the regulations proposed 
for dealing with the loading and unloading 
of ships. Shipowners in vain endeavoured 
to find out definitely what the regulations 
were, and as they were laid upon the 
Table of the House of Commons for forty 
days while Parliament was not sitting, 
there was no opportunity of discussing 
them. Under these regulations ship- 
owners were called upon to provide 
appliances to safeguard life in con- 
nection with ships in dock. He was 
on board a ship in the docks that day, and 
itwas pointed out to him that the gang- 
way provided under the new regulations 
was never used by the sailors. Very 
often accidents Were caused by the CuFe- 
lessnessof the men. This often happened 
in mines, and every miner ought to keep 
watch on his fellows. 


He asked the Home for 
information as to the action of mayis- 
trates in connection with motor fines; 


secretary 


but the Chairman raled that he could 
not refer to that subject. He (Mr. 
Renwick) then asked for information 


in regard to the working of the new Licens- 
ing Act, and the number of licences ex- 
tinguished. Heasked, further, if anva*tion 
was being taken in regard to magistrates 
who were passive resisters and refused to 
‘arry out the Educition Act. He also 
referred to an increase of £6,500 in the 
item of contributions to 
reformatories 


certified 
and asked how it arose, 
and requested to be informed whether 
one increase of £1,481 in the item of 
salaries and allowances to inspectors was 
due to the increase in the number of 
women inspectors. He would also like 
to know whether any progress had been 
made in the rearrangement of the duties of 
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the Home Office? It was a remarkable 
state of affairs that the Home Secretary 
should be both Minister of Justice and 
factory inspector. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said he hoped the Home Secretary would 
be able to give some assurance on the 
question of the increase of inspectors 
under the Factories Act. Last year there 
Was a promise that something should be 
done, and two women inspectors had been 
transferred from the temporary to the 


permanent staff, but that was not an in- | 


crease, and it was common knowledge 
that the need for an increase was very 
great. With regard to the Wattstown 
disaster he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
inan would be able to give a more decided 
reply when he again addressed the Com- 
mittee. In the case of an explosion of 
such magnitude as this an independent 
inquiry should follow as a matter of 


course. The primary cause of explosions in | 


mines was the accumulation of gas; but, 
Professor Galloway stated, such 
accumulations of gas would be an impos- 
sibility under a proper system of 
ventilation. 


as 


In regard to the statement of the 
Home Secretary about the Perne Con- 
ference, Le was sorry to hear the right 
hon. Gentleman say that the British 
Llepresentatives at the conference had not 
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| were already sufficiently restricted— 


should not be further interfered with. 


Mr. BURT (Morpeth) said he wished 
to emphasise the necessity for a careful 
/eXamination of shot-firers, whose duties 
| were very responsible. He thought 
these men should be allowed to con- 
| fine themselves to their special functions 


'and not have an addition to their 
(duties of manual Jabour of other 
kinds. It was exceedingly desirable 


that there should be a special inquiry 
‘into the lamentable disaster in South 
Wales. The Home Secretary’s state- 
ment that he would await the result 
of the inquest before deciding whether 
he would take steps to hold another 
inquiry was very good so far as it 
/ went, but in his opinion it did not go 
far enough. He agreed with the hon. 


Member for Merthyr Tydvil that an 
‘accident of this sort, involving the 
loss of 119 lives, was of itself a 


sufficient reason for a special and large: 
investigation than usually took place 
before a coroner. He joined with the 
/hon. Member for East Glamorgan in 
|the hope that the right hon, Gentie- 
/man would see his way to provide a 


_wider inquiry into the question of 
'accidents in mines, and that might to 


some extent supersede the necessity 


for that more limited inquiry. 


got a free hand and that they entered into | 


that conference without being fully armed 
to agree tothe decisions of the conference 
being binding on the Government. 


manufacturers from foreign competition, 


but that he denied. He wished to ask | 


the Home Secretary whether he would 
cause inquiry to be made into the distur- 
bance in the streets of Manchester two 
days ago in connection with an unem- 
ployed procession. He admitted that if 


there was obstruction in the streets caused | 
by such a procession, steps should be | 
taken to prevent it, but he denied that | 
it was part of the duty of the police to 


use force on that occasion, the question 
of the use of the streets being one for a 
civil action at law. 


necessary for the preservation of order, | 
and he hoped that the Home Secretary 
would see to it that the rights and liberties 
of working men to demonstrate—which 


Mr. Renwick. 


The | 
on, Member for Stoke said that the only | 
reason for that was to protect British | 


No such force was | 


The hon. Member for West Monmouth 
had referred to the Royal Commission 
which reported in 1886. That Com- 
mission was appointed in 1879 and 
he had the honour of being a member 
‘of it. There were several scientific 
men connected with it, and it made 
'a complete and thorough investigation 
into everything connected with accidents 
in mines. They made hundreds of 
experiments, and the Commission demon- 
strated the enormous importance ot 
coal dust as a factor in connection 
with mine explosions. In fact, they proved 
that quantities of gas that could not be 
detected by any ordinary methods of 
examination could with an admixture 
| of coal dust become terribly dangerous in 
amine. Some of the recommendations 
of the Commission had been carried out 
}and immense advantage had occurred 
|from its investigations, Even in the 
face of the accident that had occurred in 


| 
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recognise that a great deal had heen 
done in the wav of endeavouring to 
prevent accidents in mines. Notably in 
the last ten or fifteen years there had been 
in enormous diminution in the number 
of fatalities in mines; that ought to 
encourage them to make further efforts to 
try to prevent these accidents and he 
hoped further steps would be taken in the 
matter. 

He hoped the Home Secretary had 


not said his last word on the subject | 


of investivation into the terrible disaster 
in South Wales; and he would associate 
himself with the remarks made as to the 
exceedingly narrow limits of time within 
which they were bound by the debate. 
He was sure the Home Secretary must be 


the first to admit that the debate 
had been very interesting and had 
covered a wide series of subjects. 


Under the circumstances the Home Sec- 
retary admitted that he could not say 
all it was necessary to say in replying 
to the various speakers who had taken 
part in the debate. In matters affecting 
the life, health. and well-being of hundreds 
of thousands, he might sav millions of 
the population, the House of Commons 
should be given opportunity for full dis- 
cussion. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the hon, 
Gentleman opposite had urged the 
importance of having the debates on 
this Vote at an earlier period of the 
session in order that fuller opportunity 
might be given for discussion. He had 
pointed out before that the matter did 
not rest with him. He would have 
been glad to have the Vote taken earlier, 


but the time when it was brought 
on rested more with hon. Members 


ypposite, 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): We do not admit that. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he knew 
that the Prime Minister himself con- 
stantly appealed to hon. Gentlemen 
on the other side to say what business 
should be taken, and the Government 
had done their best to carry out their 
desires. He had no wish to refer to 
this matter in a controversial spirit. 
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He admitted that an important Vote 
of this sort ought to be taken at a 
time when it could be properly dis- 
cussed. Hon. Members who hid been in 
the House that day would agree with 
him that the discussion on all sides had 
been of a practical charac‘er, and that 
it had been carried on in a businesslike 
spirit with no desire to make Party capital 
out of it. 


The chief subject which they had 
discussed was the unfortunate and _ re- 
grettable mine accident which occurred 
recently. He had been asked whether 
he would order an inquiry into that 
accident. He had stated before that he 
was periectly prepared to consider with 
an open mind whether an inquiry was 
necessary, but he did not think he could 
do so until he had received the verdict 
of the coroner’s jury, the report of 
counsel, whom he had specially ap- 
pointed to represent him on this 
occasion, and the reports of the two 
mines inspectors who also attended the 
inquest. It had been pointed out that 
though there was an inquest in the case 
of a fatal railway accident, the Board 
of Trade at once sent an inspector to 
hold an inquiry. In the same way in 
this case the Home Office sent their 
inspectors, and they had two inspectors 
attending the inquest and holding their 
inquiry practically at the same time. 
Those inspectors would make a_ special 
report to the Home Office. That was 
the practice which had been followed 
for miny years past, and he knew 
of no instance in which advantage 
had been taken by the Home Secretary 
of Section 45 of the Act of 1887 to 
hold a spe ‘ial inquiry in England when 
an inqvest had been held; but he would 
have no he:itation in taking that course, 
if it appeared to him that the inquest 
had been unsatisfactory or had failed to 
elicit the whole of the facts. He recog- 
nised that this disaster was of a more 
terrible kind than we had had for some 
time in the mining industry. If, after 
the reports had been received, it should 
appear possible to obtain any further 
information, he should not hesitate to 
tike the step of ordering a special 
inquiry, 


The hon. Member for West Monmouth 
had referred to the fact that there had 
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been no general inquiry into the question 
of explosions in mines. The hon. Gentle- 
man had forgotten that a very strong 
Commission sat during the years 1891- 
1894 to inquire into the question of 
explosions from coal dust in mines, and 
that on the Report of that Commission 
the legislation of 1896 was based. The 
Act which was then passed gave extended 
powers of making special rules, and 
prescribed that only certain explosives 
might be used in fiery mines. That, 
however, was really a small point, and 
he did not wish to ecavil at the speech 
which the hon. Member made on this 
occasion. He regretted from one point 
of view that he could not comply with 
the request of the hon. Member to order 
an inquiry now. 

The hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
had referred to a conflict which took 
place between the police and a procession 
of unemployed in Manchester two or 
three days ago, and asked whether he 
proposed to hold an inquiry into the 
matter, As he pointed out the other 
day, he had only a limited power over 
the police forces other than the Metro- 
politan Police. The hon. Member stated, 
perfectly truly, at Question time that the 
powers which the Secretary of State had 
over the police arose from the fact that a 
portion of the cost of their maintenance 
came out of Imperial funds, and that it 
was possible by withholding the Home 
Office certificate of the efficiency of any 
particular force, to deprive that force of 
its contribution from the Exchequer. 
The case of the three defendants were 
sub judice, and was to be heard next week. 
Pending the decision of the magistraie 
he did not propose to take any action. 
If there was to be an inquiry, it would 
be, in the first instance, for the Man- 
chester Watch Committee to hold it, and 
he certainly should not be disposed to 
interfere with the local authority unless 
they failed to hold an inquiry, if it was 
necessary, or unless the result of their 
inquiry was unsatisfactory. He should 
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conduct of some of their constables, 
and that inquiry was conducted in 
the most efficient manner. That was 
another reason which would prevent 
him from interfering until it could be 
shown that the watch committee were 
not conducting their affairs in the way 
they should do. He thought the watch 
committee were perfectly capable of 
managing their police force, and he 
further thought that, as far as he had 
been able to ascertain, the action of the 
police had been very proper on this 
occasion, 

Much had been done by the Depart- 
ment in respect of making regulations 
for dangerous trades. Several sets of 
such regulations, including a set dealing 
with the ventilation of flax and linen 
factories, had been drafted, and pub- 
lished in draft for anyone who wished 


to make objections or criticisms. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member _ for 
Forest of Dean referred to the staff 


of inspectors, both male and female. 
He would point out that last vear they 
added two female inspectors to the staff, 
and with regard to the male and female 
inspectors alike, the sufficiency of the 
existing staff was under his considera- 
tion, The hon. Member for Clitheroe 
had called his attention to time cribbing, 
and had shown him the drawings of 4 
machine for registering the time worked 
by the engines, He was not aware 
how this invention worked, but the 
officials of his Department were con- 
sidering whether it would be possible 
to make any use of it for the purpose 
of checking the abuse complained of. 


And, it being Ten of the clock, the 
Chairman proceeded, in pursuance of 
Standing Order No. 15, to put forthwith 
the Questions necessary to dispose cf the 
Vote under consideration. 


(Juestion put, ‘That a sum, not ex- 
ceeding £108,529, be granted for the said 
Service,” 


not interfere for any other reason, The 

Manchester Watch Committee quite} The Committee divided :—Aves, 188; 

recently held an inquiry into the! Noes, 246. (Division List No, 522.) 
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Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.SirJohn EF. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 





Doxford, Sir William Theodore 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber,Edmund Bb. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnsSirR.B.(inv’rn’ss 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry. 8.) 
(rordon, Maj Evans-('rHim’lets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell. William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
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Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley) 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords, N. W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson,*George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoo!) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Ports mouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 4+ % 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon, J.Scott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O‘Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8, G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John Ss. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Zasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Carditi) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, Creorge 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rovds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col, Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, SirHarrvs.( Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col, Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C.( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. Hn.J Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon, W. FP. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. W’Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCEH(She field 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. SirWilliamH 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) | 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B,. Stuart. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Original Question put. 


\gg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\ilhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
\rnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.Hugh,O. 
Arrol, Sir Williain 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
\ubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.Sir H 


a: 8 Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird "John George Alexander 


Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Lecds) 
Kenneth R. (Christch) 
Sir Frederick George 


Balfour, 


Banbury, 


Banner, John S. Harmood- 

Bathurs " Hon. Allen Benjamin 

I entine k, Lord Henry C. 
pwnageree, Sir M. M. 


ied James 
il, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 


Blundell, Colonel Heary 
DB mad, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


srown, Sir Alex. H. (Nhropsh.) 
eviner, William Evi 
Bull "William Jaines 
Bu t oe John George 


{ tmpbell, J.H.M (DublinUniv.) 


Lest 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cirson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, V.C.W.( 
Cayzer, Charles Sir 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore. 
(' 
( 


Derbyshire 
William 
Manor) 


imberlayne, T. (S'thampton) 
‘hapman, Edward 

Octavius Leigh 
Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cl: ire, 
Clive, 


Cohen. Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 


North) 


Savile 
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| Hoult, 


| Doxford, 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


The Committee divided :—Aves. 
(Division List No. 525.) 


Noes, 19). 


AYES. 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay. Rt. Hn.SirR. B.(Inw’rn’ss 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Crardner, Ernest 

Crarfit, William 

(ribbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
(todson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Cordon, Maj. Evans'T’r Hm/lets 


Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
(treene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 


CGretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


Halsey. Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of/ Lond ndery) 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley) 


Heath. SirJames(Staffords. NW. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.(Statford, W.) 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
| Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 


Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham) | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.SirJohn FE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


reorge Bickersteth 


Hudson, ¢ 
Hunt, Rowland 


Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 


| Keswick, William 
| Kimber, Sir Henry 
' Knowles, Sir Lees 
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| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 


and Viscount Valentia 


245 ; 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.{ Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants.. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter! Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis Wiiliam 


Loyd, — Kirkman 
Lucas, Col, Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David Liverpool) 
Maconochie. A. W. 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


Majendie, James A. H 

Marks, H ary Hananel 
Martin, Richard Bid: a 
Massey-Mainw vring. Hon. W.F. 
Maxwell, W. J. H. | Frapte shad 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvan, Thomas 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon, J. Scott ( — 
Moon, Edward R a Px 
Morgan, David J.(Wa hte 5 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Avimer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
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Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 

2enshaw, Sir Charles Bine 

tenwick, George 
Ridley, S, Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas,Thomsn 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackne y) 
2olleston, Sir John F, L, 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G, Stoptord- 
Sadler, Col, Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, SirHarrys.( Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col, Thos, Myles 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.I.) 
Allen, Char s s P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowl: Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Sell, Richard 
Benn, John Will 
Black, Alexander 
3oland, John 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Pace N.E.( York, NRWhitby 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John 
Causton, Richard Knig 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cooasbic, John William 
Crooks, William 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Doogan, P. C. 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’sBg hs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Nvans,Sir Francis H.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Char!es 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 


and 


lams 


William 


(Armagh, S ) 
ht 
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{COMMONS} 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) | 
Smith, H.C.(North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, Rt. Hn.J. Parker( Lanarks | 





Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJames(Somrset 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. 
Stewart, Sir J.Mark M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxtd’ Univ 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


NOES. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Griftith, Ellis J. 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond John 

Harcourt Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 


Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Harden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, Join Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Danie! 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, ree rynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (¢ Apple by) 

Jones, William (¢ tO 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath,N. 
Kennedy, Vincent P,(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, HughAlex.(Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


Depts. E:timates, 1905-6. 





Tuff, Charles 


| Turnour, Viscount 


Lord (Lanest) | 


Wortley, 
| Wrightson, Sir 





Vincent, Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby, de Eresby Lord, 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
2t. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


THE AYES— 
Acland-Hood 
Valentia. 


‘TELLERS FOR 
Sir Alexander 
and Viscount 


Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M’Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kean, John 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N, 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, age k (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, peat s(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford 
Richards, Thomas 


N. 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn_(Eifion)  , 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) | 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C, (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan. E 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 


Thompson, Dr. EC( Monaghan, N 
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White, Luke, (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halfax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 











Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr, John G. 
Sinclair,*John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
SpencerRt. Hn.C.R.( Northants) 


Wallace, Robert 


The Chairman then proceeded to put 
severally the Questions, That the total 
amounts of the Votes outstanding in 
each Class of the Civil Service Estimates, 
includin ; Supplementary Estimates, and 
the total amount of the Votes outstand- 
ing in the Estimates for the Navy, Army 
(including Ordnance Factories), and 
Revenue Departments, be granted for 
the Services defined in those Classes 
and Estimates. 


Crass I, 

2. Resolved, That a sum, not exceed- 
ing £1,528,761. be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, 
for Expenditure on the following Services 
included in Class I, of the Estimates for 
Civil Services, viz. :— 


£. 

5. Royal Parks and Pleasure 

Gardens : . 62,400 
4, Houses of Parliament 

Building (Supplemen- 

tary) . : : : 5,150 
5. Miscellaneous Legal 

Buildings, Great 

Britain é ; 33,960 
6. Art and Science Build- 

ings, Great Britain 29 OOO 


7. Diplomatic and Consular 
Buildings . : : 

8. Revenue Buildings. 

%. Public Buildings, Great 


40,400 
433 700 


Britain. , ‘ 284,000 
lu. Surveys of the United 

Kingdom , 117,650 
ll. Harbours under the 

Board of Trade. ; 16,565 





— 
to 


Peterhead Harbour. 22,000 


Tillett, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Mr, Soares and Mr, Layland- 
Barratt. 


13. Rates on Government £ 
Property . ‘ . 356,295 
14. Public Works and 
Buildings, Ireland 104,509 
15. Railways. Ireland. 4 632 


£1,528,761 


Crass IL. 

3. Resolved, That a sum, not exceed- 
ing £1,319,058, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the vear 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906, 
for Expenditure in respect of the follow- 
ing Services included in Class II. of the 
Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


£ 

1. House of Lords Offices 10,051 
2. House of Commons Offices — 20,500 
3. Treasury and Subordinate 

Offices 58,505 
5. Foreign Office 40,103 
6. Colonial Office . 28,920 
7. Privy Council Office. 6,370 
4. Mercantile Marine Services 69,919 
10. Bankruptcy Departmentot 

the Board of Trade. 5 
11. Board of Agriculture and 

Fisheries : 65,605 
12. Charity Commission 15,689 
13. Civil Service Commission 24,905 
14. Exchequer and Audit De- 

partment . . 40,155 
15. Friendly Societies Regis 

try ‘ ‘ : : 4,680 
16. Local Government Board 146,954 
17. Lun cy Commission, Eng- 

land ; : . 10,458 
18. Mint, including Coinage . 48 
19. National Debt Office - 7,063 








26,102 





Revenues, etc., Office . 12,633 
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£ Services included in Class II. of the 
20, Public Record Office 14.560 | Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :-— 
21. Public Works Loan | £ 
Commission 19 | 1. Law Charges . ; 32,202 
22, Registrar-General’s Office, | 2. M:scellaneous Legal Ex- = 
England ‘ . 22,895 | penses : 21,515 
23. Stationery and Printing 418,283 | 3. Supreme Court of Judi- eo 
24. Woods, Forests, and Land | cature ‘ ; 181,574 
| 


4. Land Registry 
a) 








25. Works and Public Build- 5. County Courts , 6,000 
ings Office 43,395 | 6. Police, England and 
26. Secret Service . 25,000 Wales ¥ ‘ : 26,945 
7. Prisons, England and the 
Colonie S 106,445 
Scotland. &. Reformatory and Indus- 
28. Fishery Board 14,786 trial Se hools, Great 
29. Lunacy Commission , eee |. Britain 2, BB 
30, Registrar-General’s Office 2781 9. Broadmoor Criminal 
Lunatic Asylum . . 23,806 
Ireland. Scotland. 
32. Household of Lord-Lieu- 10, Law Charges and Courts 
tenant ol Ireland. , 2,822 of Law : : OSA] 
33: Chief Secretary for Ire- 1]. Register House, Edin- 
land, Offices ; 13,950 burgh . 27,48] 
34. Department of Agriculture 12. Crofters’ Commission 2,540 
and Technical Instrue- 15. Prisons 90,190 
tion 111,692 
35. Charitable Donations and Ireland. 
Bequests Office. : 1.042 14, Law Charges and Criminal | 
36. Local Government Board — 39,097 Prosecutions : : 416 
37. Public Record Office, Ire- 15. Supreme Court of Judi- 
land. : , 3,359 cature and other Legal 
38. Public Works Office . Bal Departments : 58,025 
59. Registrar-General’s Office 7,510 17. County Court Officers, ete 65,425 
40. Valuation and Boundiry 1&8. Dublin Metropolitan 
Survey ; 13,719 Police . ‘ 37,906 
aan. 99. Roval fesh a oD wy 699,413 
£1,319,058" 20, Prisons We ss 58,430 
————— 2]. Reformatory and _  In- 
dustrial Schools 55,281 
Chass TIE. 22. Dundrum Crimina! i 
4, Question put, “ That a sum, not ex- Lunatic Asylum . B A903 | 
ceeding £1,997,391, be granted to His ee 
£1,997,591 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come In course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 248; 


Expenditure in respect of tlie following Noes, 191. (Division List No 324.) 
AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 3agot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


John S. Harmood- 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 


dailey, James (Walworth) 
3aird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

3alfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) | 


Banner, 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, 


Lord 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 





fe) | 


~ wt 


—_-~ ~-* 


re 


in 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Cambell, J. H. M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Datkeith, Earl ot 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington,Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dake, Henry Edward 
Dvke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. Sir J. (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Rt HnSirR. B (Inv’rn’ss) 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.( Warwick, S.W. 
(rulloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ ml’ ts 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 








Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanle y 
Heath, SirJames(Statfords, NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A.(Statford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston. Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier,Hon.James Henryecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks.,N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys,Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wii. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn,H.L.W.( Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col, Hon, Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S, 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M’‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A, H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F, | 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J(Walthamstow , 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John 8, G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8, 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn, Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Xolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
2oyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashir 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col, Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,H C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt HnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


; Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 


| Stanley, Rt.Hon, Lord (Lanes. } 


Stewart,Sir Mark J.M’Taggari 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 


| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tuff, Charles 


Turnour, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.Sir C.EH(Sheffiel:! 
| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
| Walrond, Rt. Hon.Sir William HK 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 


Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R (Bath) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon, C. B, Stuart- | 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 
Benn, John 
Black, Alexander 
3oland, John 
3right Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton. N. EB (York, NR.Whitby 
‘aldwell, James 
‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 
auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 
‘hanning, Francis Allston 
‘heetham, John Frederick 
lancy, John Joseph 

‘ogan, Denis J. 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 
‘rooks. William 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph ( 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Doogan, P. C. 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans.Sir FrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry ti 
Farrell, James Patric k 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Ale »xander (Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Williams 
William 


S.) 


ee eee ee ee ee 


(Kilkenny, N.) 


Sir Charles 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 


Grant, Corrie 

Ciriffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard b. 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr 
Harrington, Timothy 


Tydvil 


Harwood, George 


Civil Services and Revenue 


{COMMONS} 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


NOES. 


John Patrick 
Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Timothy Michael 
| Norval Watson 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharp 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hayden, 
| Hayter, 
| Healy, 
| Helme, 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 


| Horniman, Frederick John 
; Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 


| Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy,P. J. (Westmeath, N. 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

| Lambert, 
Langley, 
Law.Hugh 
| Lawson,Sir 
Lavland- Barratt, 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis. John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


George 

Batty 

Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Wilfred (Cornwall) 
Francis 


M*Fadden, Edward 

M’Kean, John 

M’Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willan 

O Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilke nny) 

| 0" Beier, P J (Tipperary, N) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W) 

; O'Connor, John (Kildare, N) | 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S) 

; O'Donnell, T (Kerry, W) 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N,) 

| O’ Kelly, James canes 
| O'Maliey, William 

| O'Mara, James 





' Shackleton, 


| Tillett, 


M’Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
; Thomas,J A(Glamorg 
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| ‘TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Sir Alexander Acland- 
| Hood, and Viscount 


Valentia. 


O'Shaughnessy, P J 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J A (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur . 
fea, Russell 
Reddy, M 
Redmond, John E 
Richards, Thomas 
tickett, J Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H_ (Denbighs) 
toche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S M (Whitechapel) gj 
Seely, Maj J E B (Isleof Wight) 
David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B ) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr John G 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J , 
Spencer,Rt Hn C R(N 


(Waterford) 


vorthants 


Sullivan Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C (Radelitte) 
Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Sir 
Thomas, David 


\ (Glamorgan, E) 
Altred( Merthyr 
ran, ower 
Thompson, Dr E C( Monagh’n,N 
Louis John R 
Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


| Villiers, 


| Wilson, 


Trevelyan, 
Ernest 
Robert 


Charles Philips 
Ambhster 
Wallace, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, ER) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W R) 
Whitley, J H (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. ( York, W.R.) 
John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Woodhouse, Sir J.'T.( Hudd’rst’d 


Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr, 
tobson, and Sir Joseph 


Leese, 











\) 


) 
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Crass IV. 
5. Question put, “ That 


exceeding £7,619,937, be granted to His 

Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 9. 
come in cours? of payment 
the vear ending on the : 


a sum, not) g& 
land 


during Scotland 


Ist day of 


March. 1906, for Expenditure in respect 


of the following Services, 
Class IV. of 


Services, viz :— 


. Board of Edueation 

. British Museum . : 
National Gallery 

. National Portait Gallery 
Wallace Collection 

6. Scientific Investigation, 
ete., United Kingdom 
Universities and Col- 
leges, Great Brit iin, 
and Intermediate Edu- 
cation, Wales . e 


Sth Lo tte 


~ 


\gu-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol. Sir Wil iam 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher. Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Jose line FitzRoy 
Briley. James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r. | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Caristch.) 
Ba bury, Sir Frederick George 
janner, John S. Harmood- | 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 
| 





Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shrops‘.) | 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. MI (DublinUniv. 
Carlile, William Walter 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’ thampton) 


the Estimates for 





Chapman, Edward 


included in 


Civil 10. 


Public Education 


£ 


Public Education, Scot- 


1 047,293 


ll. Endowed Schools Coin- 


£ missioners ; 

12. National Gallery  (in- 
cluding a Supplemen- 
tary Sum of £1,390) 

15. Cravena Callous 


5,652,548 
100,501 
9,01 
2619 


3,092 


29,900 


National Gallery, ete., 
; : 405 
Ireland. 
H31,721 
210 


1,986 


2 a3" am ) 


£7.619,937” 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 245; 


37.300 | Noes, 187. 


AYES. 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H. A. FE, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Sivile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 


| Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland.Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John EF. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


| Doxford, Sir William Theo lore 


Duke, Henry Edward 


| Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants. W.) 


Faber, George Denison (York) 


| Fellowes. Rt Hn. Ailwyn Edward 


Fereusson. Rt. Hn. SirJd.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt. HaSirR. BULav rn’ss) 
Firbank. Si: Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Vitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry Wil'iam 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Jameson, Major J. 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


(Division List No. 525.) 


Gardner. Ernest 

Cartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Crordon,J.( Londonderry,South) 
Gordon, Maj Evans -(T rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas L 
Harris, F. 
Haslam, Sir 
Hay, Hon. ¢ 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath,Sir James(Statfords ,NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson.Sir A. (Staiford,W. ) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T, 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J. F.(S.efht | i, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir Williain Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.( tent. Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Eustace 


‘igh 
Leverton (Tynem th 
Altred S. 


la ude ¢ reorge 





Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
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Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn.H.L.W (Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Co]. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower. Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charies W.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, Jolin Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Co!. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas. Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M'Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu. Hn. J. Scott (Hants ) 
Moon Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Civil Services and Revenue 





Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, k. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton,N.E.( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Eugene 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William 





Randal 


| Fenwick, Charles 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm.RobertWeilesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed,Sir Edw.James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Force 

Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon, James 
Royds, Clement Molyyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col, Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel,Sir Harrys. (Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


NOES. 


Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Desany William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon, Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt. E C(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Sir FrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander (Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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| Murray Col. Wyndham (Bath) ) Sharpe, William Edward T. 





Gilhooly, James 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East! 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. HnJ.Parker( Lanark 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 


| Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 


Stewart, Sir Mark J.M° Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxtet! 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuff, Charles 
Turnour. Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheftie!d 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hon.Sir William 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt -Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath} 
Wortley,Rt.Hon. C, B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J, 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchi!! 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard {3. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Miche! 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durhem) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick Joh: 
Hutchinson, Dr, Charles Freck 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsl.ire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
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Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law.Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfred (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
\M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘ Kean, John 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, Jobn 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey. Thomas Willans 

0 Brien. Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Cuass V. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : 


who 


man, will you ask those 
this Vote to stand up / 


fue CHAIRMAN : No, 
do that. 


sion is frivolously claimed, 
not say that on this occasion. 


6. Question put, 


To do so I must declare the divi- 


{2 Avueust 1905} 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O°’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. 
Richards, Thomas 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


(Waterford) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
20e, Sir Thomas 


tose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B (Is'eof Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 





Services 
Mr. Chair- Estimates for 
oppose 


Diplomatic 


I could not 


and I could 


rs 


“That a sum, not 
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2. Colonial Services . 
3. Telegraph 
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Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn C.R.( Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor,Theodore (.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan., E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J, A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC( Monaghan,N 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin. George 
Villiers, Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Jos:pb (Barns’ey) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond | Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodbouse,Sir J.T( Hudd rsti’d 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James 


Amherst 


Henry 


Nors— 
Lyell. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Lamont, and Mr. 


Class V. of the 
Civil Services, viz. :— 





L 
and Con- 
sular Services. : 303,847 
671,703 
Subsidies 
and Pacific Cable 41,645 
. Cyprus (Grant in Aid) . 1,000 
5. Treasury Chest Fund 14,250 
el, 0: 5,2, 445 


exceeding £1,032,445, be granted to His 
Mi ajesty, to dele av the Charge which will 


some in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
1906, for Expenditure on the following 


Agg-Gardner, James T'ynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


VOL. CL. [FourtTH SERTEs. | 


Noes, 144. 


AYES. 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
3aird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 


3B 


The Committee divided: —Ayes, 246; 
(Division List No, 526.) 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


ie 


ta 
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Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Sautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelya (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Worc.) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies,Sir, Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, RtHn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss) 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grentell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshal] 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 








{COMMONS} 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley) 
Heath,Sir James (Staffords. NW 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.f(Stafford, W. ) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. si Et 
| 
| 


Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.Charles W.'(Evesh’ m) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst’ w 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton. Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashir:: 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo! 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 


| Samuel, Sir HarryS.(Limehous: 


Saunderson. Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.,J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smitn, Abel H. (Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC.( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith,Rt Hn J. Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. EH(Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn. Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A A E(Taunton 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E,) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

garry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

ell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt Hon. James 
Juchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton,N.E (York.NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis Je 

Crean Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie Joseph 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Etlice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve. Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark NE 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Haldane, Rt Hon Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt Hon Sir Arthur D, 


Crass VI. 


7. Question put, “That a sum, not 
, exceeding £497,002, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1906, for Expenditure in respect of the | 
following Services included in Class VI. | 
oi the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— | 


| Saperannuation 
Retired Allowances 


and 
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Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


NOES, 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill Rts Hon Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson Dr. Charles Fredk, 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E, 
Kennedy, P J.(Westmeath,N,) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh A'ex (Donegal, W ) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
M*Fadden, Edward 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North 
Manstield, Horace (Rendall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col John P (Galway, N 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willians 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


2, Merchant 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Rryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, S. M (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj J.E B (IsleofWight 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B ) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E ) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A.(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Paliaer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid ) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. George Whiteley and Mr. 
Wallace. 





Seamen’s £ 


Fund Pensions . 800 
3. Miscellaneous Chari- 
table and other Allow- 
ances . - ; E &72 
4, Hospital and Charities, 
Ireland : ‘ ‘ 263 
5. Savings Banks’ and 
Friendly Societies’ 
Deficiencies : P 146,989 
£ action ea 
£497,002” 
348,378 pam 


3B 2 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244; Noes, 122. 


Agg-Gardner. James Tynte 
Allhusen.Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster.Rt.Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour. Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r.) 
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Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Gerald W( Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John S. Harmood 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bil, Charles | 
Bingham, Lord | 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George | 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ.) | 
Carlile, William Walter | 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A.(Worce. 
Chamberlayne. T. (S'thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T L. (Down, North 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles | 
Davenport, William Bromley | 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham | 
Dickson, Charles Scott | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. | 
Doughty, Sir George | 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 





| Houston, 





{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Faber. George Denison (York) 
Fellowes. RtHn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson.Rt.Hn.Sir J(Man’cr 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. ‘George H. 
Finlay, Rt.Hn.Sir R. B(Inv’rn’ss 
Firbank. Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster.Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner. Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs. Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (TrH’ mlets 
Gore. Hon. 8. F. Ormsby 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves. James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton. Marq. of( L’nd’nd erry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent. Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath. Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath.Sir James(StaffordsNW 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson. Sir A. (Stafford, W. ) 
Hermon-Hod ze. Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope..J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent Faversham 
Hozier Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-Gen-ral 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


| Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 


Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Waiter( Bristol.S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpoo.) 
Maconochie, <A. ; 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J. H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.( Walthamst’w 
Morpeth, Viscount 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed. Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo!) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
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Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel,Sir Harry S.(Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside) 


Smith,RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 





Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry | 
Atherley-Jones, —L. | 
Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E.( York, NR.‘Whitby 


Caldwell, James 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 


| Harwood, 





Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cremer, William Randal | 
Crombie, John William | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of | 
Ellice,Capt. E C (S. Andrw’s Bghs | 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir FrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Crass VIL. 
8. Question put, “That 


exceeding £137,772, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Partington, 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tulf, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. KE. 


Welby. Lt -Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 





Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 


NOES. 


Lewis 

George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N. 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy. Maurice 


Harcourt, 


Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Parrott, William 





Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor | 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstroug 


THE AYES.— 
Acland-Hooa 
Valentia. 


TELLERS 
Sir Alexander 
and Viscount 


FOR 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Seely, Maj.J. E. B(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Taylor,Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A (Glamorgan Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Young, Samuel! 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEsS.— 
Mr. Stuart Samuel and Mr. 
Slack. 


1906, for Expenditure in respect of the 


a sum, not 


viz :— 


1. Temporary Commissions . 
2. Miscellaneous Expenses’. 


following Services included in Class VII, 
of the Estimates 


for Civil Services, 


£ 
12,804 
6,308 








3. Repayments to the Local 


Loans Fund . p 


4. Ireland Development Grant 


5. Their Royal Highnesses the 
Prince and Princess of 


Wales (Visit to India) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colone! Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J A( Wore.) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S'thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill. Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnE. 
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6. Repayment to Civil Con- 
: 698 tingencies Fund 12,962 
‘ sgn sihahinsie 
ae £137,772 ” 
The Committee divided :— Aves, 242; 
20,000 Noes, 117. (Division List No. 328.) 


AYES. 


Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J. (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt Hn Sir R. B(Inv’rn’ss 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’r H’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’dond’ry) 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hi!l, Henry Staveley 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bicketsteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 





Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


| Jessel, Cantain Herbert Merton 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 





Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristo!, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (umfriess. 
Middlemore John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J. (Walth’ mst’ w 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Peel,Hn.Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colone! Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Xitchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, W. W. Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel 
Samuel,Sir Harry S.( Limehouse 


Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

slack, Alexander William 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE.( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick ; 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir FrancisH.(Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, N E 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
(;ladstone, Rt Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Harwood, George 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Alex. | 


Arthur D. 


Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Cok Edw. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford E.) 
Smith, H.C (North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M“Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Thornton, Percy M. 





Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
NOES. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley. Hudson E. 

Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N.) 


Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 


Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Hanry 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, Jobn Fletcher 
Nolan, Col.John P. (Galway,N. 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

) Rea, Russell 








| 
R 
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Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir C E H(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A. C.E. (Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wy lie, Alexander 

| Wyndham- Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Richards, Thomas 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 


Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, H Maj J E BUIsleof Wight 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
re Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn. C R (Northants 
)| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 


Thomas, David Arthur (Merthyr 
Thomas, J A (Glamorgan Gower 
Thompson, Dr. E C (Menagh’n,N. 


Tomkinson, 


James 


Toulmin, George 


Villiers, 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Ernest Amherst 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr 
Barran and Mr. Bright. 


, to defray the Charge which will come in 


Resolved, “ That a sum, not exceed- | course of payment during the year ending 
‘a £9,399,300, be granted to His Majesty, lon the 3st day of March, 1906, for 

















AYES. 
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Expenditure on the following Navy £ 
Services, viz. :— 4, Imperial Yeomanry: Pay 
£ and Allowances . . 436,000 
2. Victualling and Clothing 5. Volunteer Corps: Pay 
for the Navy 2,256,600 and Allowances . 1,220,000 ; 
3. Medical Establishments 6. Quarterings, Transport, 
and Services 277,500 and Remounts . . 2,190,000 
4, Martial Law, ete. 14,000| 8. Ordnance Department 
5. Educational Services 161,900 Establishments, and . 
6. Scientific Services 69,300 General Stores . . 838,000 
, 7. Royal Naval Reserves 420,600 | 9. Armamentsand Engineer 
9. Naval Armaments . 2,986,000 Stores 2,489,000 
11. Miscellaneous Effective 1¢, Works and Buildings 2,330,000 
Services : ; . 454,000 | 11. Establishments for Mili- 
12. Admiralty Office . 336,400 tary Education . 130,000 
3. Half-pay, Reserved, and 12. Miscellaneous Effective 
Retired Pay . 800,900 Services 72,000 
14, Naval and Marine Pen- 13. War Office and ha 
sions, Gratuities, and Accounts Department — 545,000 
pats ee 14. Retired Pay, Half Pay, 
ae at : . 1,233,900 and other Non-Effec- 
15. Civil Pensions and tive Charges for 
Gratuities 388,200 Officers, etc. : 1,677,000 
9 a0 enn?) | LD. Pensions and other ow: 
sialic Effective Charges for 
fun Warrant Officers, Non- ‘ 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. Commissioned Officers, 
10. Question put, “That a sum, not Men, and others. . 1,673,000 
exceeding £15,032,100, be granted to His/ 16, Civil Superannuation, 
Majesty,to defray the Charge which will Compensation, Com- 
come in course of payment during the passionate Allowances, 
year ending on the 31st day of March, and Gratuities 181,000 
1906, for Expenditure on the following Ordnance Factories 100 
Army Services, including Army(Ordnance} 0 
Factories), viz. :— £15,082,100” ‘ 
2. Medical Establishment, £ SS ae | 
Pay,etc. . ; . 482,000 
3. Militia: Pay, Bounty, The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 233 : 
ete. . : : . 817,000 | Noes. 111. (Division List No. 529.) | 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Wor 


Agg-Gardiner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,R. Hon. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 





Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 





Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thomas, H. A 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athol: 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt, Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chathan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


North) 
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Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Sir A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, R, Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt Hn. SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
arfit, William 

»bs, Hon. A. G. H. 

saniiae, J. ees rry, S.) 
Coron Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gose F tar Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.,.N.W 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, _ ixent,Faversham | 
James Henry Cecil | 


Hozier, Hn. . 
Hudson, George 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 


Bickersteth 


Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew “—y (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L W. (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon Alfred 
Macdona John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
Maconochie, A. W. 

MKillop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, Jgmes A. H. — 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W..J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer. Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes. Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G, 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 








| Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 

| Pym, C. Guy 

| Randles, John S. 

| Rankin, Sir James 


Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


NOES. 


{ Bryce, Rt. Hon. 
| Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, N.E( York, NR., Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 


James 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas, Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, SirHarryS.( Limehouse 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 





Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 
Smith,H.C (North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. Hon. J. P. (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C.E.H(Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 





Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
| Eve, Harry Trelawney 
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Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander (Lanark, NE 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N. 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 


Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal]) | 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 


1905-6. 


11, Question put, “That a sum, not 


Civil Services and Revenue 


{COMMONS} 


Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Moss, Samuel 

| Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J Compton 

| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
' Robson, William Snowdon 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rose, Charles Day 

' Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B (Isle ofWight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


| 


‘Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 





3. Post Office . 
Office 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J.A.(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, Dr. E C(Monagh’n,N,. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whiteley. J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


NoEs—Mr 
and Mr 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Eugene Wason 
Weir. 


£ 
6,920,538 


exceeding £12,005,475, be granted to His| 4. Post 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1906, for Expenditure in respect of the 
following Services included in the Esti- 
mates for Revenue Departments, viz. :— 


Service. 
5. Post Office Telegraphs . 


Packet 


531,790 
2,572,547 


£12,005 475” 








1, Customs. : , 
2. Inland Revenue . 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Chirstch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach. Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 


£ 
. 574,600 
. 1,406,000 





Noes, 104. 


AYES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M.(DublinUniv.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Wore. 








The Committee divided :—Ayes, 228 ; 
(Division List No, 530.) 


Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 


| Clive, Captain Percy A. 
| Coates, 
| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 

' Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
' Cripps, Charles Alfred 

' Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 


Edward Feetham 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Ch’tham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.SirJohn E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton; Doxford, Sir William Theod ore 





wt 
bo 


Ir 
Ir 


ad 


le 


h) 





a 





1453 Civil Services and Revenue {2 AuGust 1905} Depts. Estimates, 1905-6. 1454 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt Ha. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt. HnSir RB.(Inv’rn’ss. 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 

Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
(roschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-{Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F.Leverton (Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay Hon. Claude George 

Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. N.W) 
Helder, Sir Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major S. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 


Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
sell, Richard 
Black, Alexander William 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, N.E.( YorkNR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 








Causton, Richard Knight 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(MileEnd) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N. 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M:Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. | 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neil, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkingron, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 





| 
| 





NOES. 


Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cremer, William Randall 
Crombie, John William 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 





Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 


| Samuel, SirHarryS.( Limehouse 
' Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. ( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C( North’ mb Tyneside 
Smith, Rt Hn J Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M°Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. ((hichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn. J.G.(Oxf dUniv 


| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tuff, Charles 


| Turnour, Viscount 


Vincent, Col.Sir CEH.(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Danie! Ford 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
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Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kennedy, P.J.(Westmeath, N. 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington ) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway N.) 





{COMMONS} 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William, Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
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Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn CR( Northamps.} 
Tayler, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan. E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthy1 
Thomas,J A(Glamergan,Gower 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Managh’nN. 
Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan} 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


NoES— 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Corrie 
Griftiths. 


THE 
Grant and 





Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 

NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1903-4. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Whereas it appears by the Navy | 
Appropriation Account for the year | 
ended the 31st day of March, 1904, and 
the statement appended thereto, as 
follows, viz. :— 

(a.) That the gross expenditure 
for certain Navy Services exceeded 
the estimate of such expenditure by 
a total sum of £272,038 9s. 7d., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the 
schedule hereto appended; while the 
gross expenditure for other Navy 
Services fell short of the estimate 
of such expenditure by a total sum 
of £174,087 14s. 2d.. as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
schedule, so that the gross actual 
expenditure for the whole of the 
Navy Services exceeded the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net 
sum of £97,950 15s. 5d. 


(b.) That the receipts in aid of 
certain grants for Navy Services fell 
short of the total estimated receipts 
by the sum of £5,310 9s. 8d., as 
shown in Column No, 3 of the said 
appended schedule, while the receipts 
in aid of other Navy Services ex- 
ceeded the estimate of such receipts 





by a total sum of £121,284 10s, 2d., 
as shown in Column No. 4 of the 
said appended schedule, so that the 
total actual receipts in aid of the 
grants for Navy Services exceeded 
the total estimated receipts by the 
net sum of £115,974 Os. 6d. 

(c.) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for 
Navy Services and the net expendi- 
ture are as follows, viz. :— 


£ 3s. d. 
Total Surpluses - - 255,627 10 3 
Total Deficits - - 257,604 5 2 


Net Surplus - 





And whereas by a Vote of Parliament 
during the present session (House of 
Commons Paper, No. 265, of 1905) a 
further sum of £100 has been granted 
for the expenditure of the year 1903-4, 
and the appropriation of additional 
receipts in aid of such expenditure has 
been sanctioned to the amount of 
£97,850 15s. 5d. 

And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty's Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total surpluses on certain 
grants for Navy Services as is necessary 
to cover the said total deficits on other 
grants for Navy Services. 

1. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the application of such sums 
be sanctioned.” 
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Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 


Resolution in simple words meant that 
£250,000 had been spent for purposes for 
which it was never voted, and that 
another £250,000 had been raised by the 
Admiralty and had never been spent. 
He wished to draw attention to one item 
which unfortunately was growing year by 
year and to ask one or two Questions, 
hoping to get a promise that some step 
would be taken to prevent its further 
increase. The item referred to the 
victualling of the Navy. The Com- 
mittee would no doubt remember that 
some three years ago a new system of 
victualling was introduced into the Navy, 
and the idea was that the sailors were 
going to be better fed. Nothing of the 
kind had happened, and they found that 
the money had gone in what was eu- 
phemistically called “savings in lieu of 
food” in the Estimates. It had gone in 
cish, and not in meat or any kind of 
food to sailors. They therefore had the 
curious result that they were asked to 
transfer the sum of £66,000, in addition to 
£520,000 originally voted for the purpose, 
That was a growing evil, and some steps 
ought to be taken to deal with it. In the 
current Estimates the evil was even 
greater than in the vear under discussion, 
for it had grown from £520,000 to 
£730,000, whereas in 1903-4 £586,000 
was paid in lieu of food as compared with 
a total of £1,250,000 provided for the 
actual food of the sailor. In the present 
Estimates there was £730,000 paid in 
lieu of food compared with a total of 
£1,000,000 devoted to the actual food of 
the Navy. That simply meant that the 
intentions of the House were being made 
of non-effect. He considered it was quite 
time some inquiry was held into the 
system. It was a bad system and ought 
to be abolished. 


Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) said the hon. Gentleman had 
stated that a large amount had been 
spent on purposes for which it was 
not voted, but the position was worse 
than that, because nearly £200,000 had 
been expended which ought not to have 
been spent, and the surpluses of £150,000 
to put against that were only nominal 
surpluses, expenditure having simply 
been postponed till another year, The 
remarks of the hon. Member for Halifax 
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did not, therefore, meet the merits of 
the case. 


THe SECRETARY to tae ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said he thought there was some 
misapprehension in the minds of the hon. 
Gentlemen who had spoken, because the 
expenditure on victualling occurred in a 
manner which did not involve the extra 
expenditure as itappeared on the Paper. 
It was not expected that the new scheme 
would involve such large “ savings in lieu 
of food.” Curiously, for the first three 
months that anticipation was realised ; 
then there was a change, and it became the 
fashion in the Navy to take money instead 
of food. Men preferred to take money and 
buy food. Where the difficulty arose this 
year was that food had been provided to 
meet anticipated requirements, and “ sav- 


ings” then had to be found as well as 
food. The food, however, remained and 


was used up during the current year. 
There was no waste, and therefore it was 
an apparent and not a real extra expen- 
diture. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman explain the further increase of 
£250,000 2 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that £250,000 
was not an excess. The increase in 
“savings”? was balanced by a decrease 
in expenditure on food. Sailors pre- 
ferred to buy food locally to taking that 
which was supplied, and he did not think 
it was wise to interfere too much in 
such matters. Reforms in that direction 
were best initiated by the Navy itself. 
He admitted that on the face of it the 
criticisms were perfectly justitied. It 
did not seem a sound thing that money 
should be taken instead of food, but it 
was a very old custom in the Navy and 
was greatly followed, and he did not 
think it would be wise to attempt to force 
a change. He did not admit that the 
system was altogether satisfactory, but 
any change would come better from the 
Navy itself than from the House. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said he should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he could explain the item 
“ irrecoverables.” 
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he could not explain the details. The 
amount was made up of a very 
large number of small items, such as 
petty thefts, and losses of stores which 
could not be recovered from the in- 
dividuals responsible for various reasons. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. PRETYMAN said he was afraid | 
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curious that there should have been such 
a miscalculation in losses occurring in 
small sums. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the item was 
not on the Estimates. There was to be 
an Appropriation Account in any gase. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said it seemed rather | Question put, and agreed to. 
Schedule. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid, 
: Excesses of Surpluses of Deficiencies Surpluses 
Number of Navy Services, 1903-1904. Actual over Estimated of Actual as of Actual as 
Vote. ‘otes. Estimated over Actual | compared with compared with 
| Gross 3TOSS Estimated Estimated 
| Expenditure. , Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
1 2. 3. 4. 
| j 
| £ s. d : 6s a £ s. d £2 asd 
1 ..| Wages, ete., of Officers, Seamen, 
and Boys, Coastguard, and 
Royal Marines .. 43,635 16 5 271 6 
2 oe Victualling and Clothing for | 
| the Navy. S211s 2 7 ee | 11,180 16 11 
3 ..| Medical Establishments and | 
Services .. Se oa 3,692 4 5 cOl 9 10 
4 Martial Law 1,294 15 11 8411 8 
5 Educational Services 4,160 17 9 . 940 0 6 
6 ... Scientific Services 654 5 3 ‘ a7 % 
7 Royal Naval Reserves | 13,384 3 1 3,337 18 11 
8 Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
tenance, etc.: 
Sec. 1 Personnel sy 589 17 2 1,192 15 1 
Sec. 2 Materiel ‘ ; 17,715 18 4 47,382 6 1 
Sec. 3 | Contract Werk ae 812318 2 as 2053 4 5 
9 ..| Naval Armaments a 94,281 12 4 46,759 12 11 
10 :.| Wor ks, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad .. 56,029 18 3 | 5,770 8 6 
ll Miscellaneous Effective Ser. 
vices Se aig 92,483 17 9 957 15 1 
12 Admiralty Office re ‘ 3477 8 9 1413 9 
13 Half-Pay, Reserved and Re- 
tired Pay . Sans 6,612 li 0 704 0 0 
14 Naval and Marine Pensions, 
Gratuities,and Compassionate 
Allowances P 4,590 19 11 2 1 3 
15 .., Civil Pensions and Gratuities | 6818 18 4+ 90 11 7 
Amount written off as irre- | 
coverable . " af toa 6,464 3 4 
|-- ao a ai ae 
— o 7 174,087 14. 2 5310 9 8 121,284 10 2 
Add Excess Vote | 100 0 0 
| ae eens 
| eos i 
| 272,038 > 7 +4 5.310 9 8 121,284 10 2 
Net Deticit, | 897,8% 5 Net Surplus, £115,974 0 5 








Whereas it appears by the Army | 
Appropriation Account for the year | 
ended the dist day of March, 1904, as | 


corrected in accordance with the Third | 


Report of the Committee of 
Accounts of the present session, and the | 
statement appended thereto, as follows, 
Viz. :— 
(a.) That the gross expenditure for 
certain Army Services exceeded the 


Public | 


] 
| 


Net Surplus ni 





£18123 5 1 





estimate of such expenditure by a 
total sum of £742,114 16s. Id., as 
shown in Column No. 1 of the 
Schedule hereto appended; while 
the gross expenditure for other 
Army Services fell short of the esti- 
mate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £1,079,388 0s. 9d., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule; so that the gross actual 
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expenditure for the whole of the 
Army Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net 
sum of £337,273 4s, 8d. 


(b.) That the receipts in aid of 
certain Army Services fell short of 
the estimate of such receipts by a 
total sum of £405,336 Os. 2d., as 
shown in Column No. 3 of the said 
appended Schedule; while the re- 
c-iptsin aid of other Army Services 
exceeded the estimate of such re- 
ceipts by a total sum _ of 
£309,659 1s, 6d., as shown in Column 
No. 4 of the said appended Schedule ; 
so that the total actual receipts in 
aid of the Grants for Army Services 
fell short of the total estimated 
receipts by the net sum_ of 
£95,666 18s. &d. 

(c.) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for 
Army Services and the net expendi- 
ture are as fojlows, viz. :— 

£. a @& 
. 1,145,259 15 4 
901,655 9 4 
Net Surplus £241,606 6 0 


Total Surpiuses 
Total Deficits ; 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application, in re- 
duction of the net charge on Exchequer 
Grants for certain Army Services, of the 
whole of the sums received in excess of 
the estimated Appropriation-in-Aid, in 
respect of the same Services, and have 
also temporarily authorised the applica- 
tion of so much of the said total 
surpluses on certain Grants for Army 
Services as is necessary t» cover the said 
total deficits on other Grants for Army 
Services. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the application of such sums be 
sanctioned.” —(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


MaJor SEELY (Isle of Wight) entered 
a protest against what he considered an 
unbusinesslike proceeding. The authority 
of Parliament over expenditure was 
neutralised by the practice of diverting 
money voted for one purpose to the 
fulfilment of another purpose. In this 
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case there had been such a diversion 
of £1,000,000. If it were desired 
to make this the occasion for a long 
discussion, it would be quite easy to dis- 
cuss it at considerable length, but on 
this occasion they did not desire to do 
so. They regarded this proposal as a 
serious infraction of the rights of Parlia- 
ment, which had culminated in the diver- 
sion of £1,000,000 from one purpose to 
another purpose for which it was not 
originally intended. The result of this 
practice was that their discussions in 
Committee of Supply were unreal. He 
would take the Volunteer Vote as an 
example, In this matter the War Office 
had laughed at the House of Commons 
because they knew that they could spend 
the money just as they pleased, and not 
as Parliament pleased. In the case of 
the Volunteers the estimated actual gross 
expenditure was £46,865 less, whereas 
the War Office salaries and miscellaneous 
charges were £18,000 more. It simply 
meant that although the House decided 
that the money should be spent upon tie 
Volunteers, the Secretary for War 
decided that something else should be: 
done with the money. The right hon. 
Gentleman did this behind the back of 
Parliament, and they were now being 
asked to consent to the transfer of this 
money. It might be again put forward 
that matters had been complicated by 
the war, but he hoped the Com- 
mittee would not be too ready to 
believe that the war had anything 
to do with it, He did not propose 
to discuss this important question 
at further length, and all he wished to 
do was to enter a protest against what 
he considered was a wrong system of 
finance. Under the system now adopted 
by the Government, it did not appear 
to matter at all whether an estimate of 
expenditure was right or wrong, because 
the decision which Parliament arrived 
at could be deliberately over-ridden by 
the Secretary of State for War. He 
understood that it was not possible to 
move an Amendment, but in order to 
test the matter, he would move that all 
the sums mentioned in the Resolution 
be sanctioned, with the exception of 
Item 5, amounting to £46,865, the sum 
for the Volunteers. 
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THe CHAIRMAN said that, although 
he agreed that this was a rather remark- 
able statement, it would be contrary to 
precedent to accept the Amendment 
which had been moved. Although the 
Amendment could not be moved, the 
Committee was at liberty to reject the 
whole system upon which the hon. Member 
had commented, but it would be out of 
order to attempt to correct the figures in 
the account. If the item referred to in 
the Amendment were struck out, the 
money would then go into the new 
Sinking Fund. 


Navy and Army 


Mayor SEELY said he would content 
himself with the protest he had made. 
It was quite possible that Amendments 
had not been permitted in former years, 
because the statement had, perhaps, not 
been so remarkable as in this case, He 
trusted hon. Members would vote against 
the whole of this Resolution as a protest 
against a bad system of finance which 
rendered nugatory the authority of 
Parliament. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNoup-F'orstkEe, Belfast, W.) 
said his belief was that there never would 
be achange in the principle illustrated by 
the Resolution, because in an Empire so 
large as ours, and with an expenditure so 
vast, no mortal man could foresee with 
absolute accuracy every item of expendi- 
ture that would be incurred. Considering 
the totals of expenditure the variations 
were exceedingly small. The items had 
been affected by the war and its cessation. 
This system must continue as long as the 
practice was continued of returning to 
the Consolidated Fund any money which 
was not expended, 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
asked for some explanation of the fact 
that all the money voted for the Volun- 
teers had not been expended on them, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER explained , 


that this was due to the fact that a 


smaller number of Volunteers attended | 


camp than was expected, and to other 
similar causes. It had nothing to do 
with the policy of the War Office. There 


was an item of £13,000 due to the fact , 


that it was not possible during the year to 


{COMMONS} 
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make a commencement with the forma- 
tion of transport for the Volunteers, 
Another item of £10,000 was due to the 
fact that the number of officers under 
instruction ‘ell considerably short of 
the estimate. These items indicated no 


policy, and the whole sum _ was 
exceedingly small. 

Mr. GUEST (Pymouth) said the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman 


amounted to the contention that because 
this was a bad system they must endure 
it. He had told them that mortal man 
could not devise a more accurate estimate. 
It might be true that the War Office was 
incapable of producing a more accurate 
estimate, but at any rate that did not 
apply to the other services. With regard 
to the Militia, the right hon. Gentleman’s 
predecessor estimated for £183,000 more 
than was actually spent. He thought 
that represented a very large miscaleu- 
lation, and 10 per cent. was a large 
margin even for the War Office. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
explain that item. There was also 
another item for works, buildings, and 
repairs, for which £93,000 too much was 
asked. He thought the House was entitled 
to a fuller explanation in regard to the 
£109,000 than they had received from the 
hon. Gentleman. He entirely agreed 
with his hon. friend that this was a bad 
system of finance. It undermined the 
authority and control of Parliament and 
destroyed the value of the criticism which 
was directed against the Administration. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
said there was one satisfactory thing 
about the Answer of the Secretary of 
State. The right hon. Gentleman said 
the whole thing was due to the war. 
There would be no possible excuse for its 
recurrence in future. He supposed 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
undertake that in future years this 
would be asmall item when there was no 
war to account for it. It was quite true 
that there had been larger differences, 
but he thought they had only occurred in 
war time. This was the largest amount 
that had occurred in this way except in 
time of war. He thought it was abso- 
lutely necessary to protest against such 
‘a large misappropriation of money. 
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Mr. BRIGHT said the protests from | 


his side of the House were timely at | 


Navy and Army 
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Str JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Ches- 
ter-le-Street) said it was a very bad system 


present. He wanted to know more about | to give a Department power to apply 


the £109,000 under the head of “ Balances | 
Irrecoverable.” Why should there be. 
such a large amount? If it was a} 
matter of bad debts then the business 
methods of the War Office must be 
very bad indeed. When a business was | 
well managed the debts were small. | 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- | 
shire, Stroud) said he understood | 
the Secretary of State to say that 
fewer Volunteer officers had submit- 
ted themselves for training. He 
should like to know whether that was 
still going on, and, if so, whether there 
was any special reason to account for it. 
Was it because the war was over, cr was 
it due to a feeling of disquietude in the 
Volunteer force ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to. 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
DAVENPORT, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 
that a very small number of Volunteers 
went into camp last year, and a very 
small number of officers presented 
themselves for training. A very large. 
number of men had been going into 
camp this year and all the money that | 
could be found for that purpose would 
be used. The hon. Members who had 
asked about the accounts would find the 
whole of the information they wanted 
in the schedule to the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General, — It 
contained the most minute explanations 
of the item ‘‘ Balances Irrecoverable.”’ | 
In regard to the Militia accounts he 
assured hon. Members that it was no 
part of the policy of the War Depart- 
ment to induce the House of Commons 
to vote money for the Militia with the 
idea of using the balances for other | 
servilees, | 
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Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
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| be discussed. 


4t. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.( Leeds 
«lerick Georg: 


Zathurst, Hon, Allen Renjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M,. 


money to some purpose different from 
that for which it was voted. If the 
expenditure on any particular service 
exceeded the amount voted for it by 
Parliament, a Supplementary Estimate 
ought to be presented so that it might 
He hoped the Govern- 
ment would take steps to avo:d this bad 
system in future. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if they could 
have an assurance that the Treasury 
were taking a strict view on these 
matters. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY(Mr, VicrorCavenpIsH, 
Derbyshire, W.) said that the power which 
the Treasury possessed in this matter had 
always been exercised with the greatest 
possible desire to avoid allowing 
unnecessary liberty to the Departments. 
The Treasury would maintain the 
strictest possible supervision over the 
Departments in order to avoid extra 
expenditure. 


Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall) said that 
from his experience in the Public 
Accounts Committee he agreed that 
the power possessed by the Treasury 


to supervise these accounts was 
necessary. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 


that the question raised ought to be 
thoroughly probed by the House. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 160 ; 
Noes, 55. (Division List No. 331.) 
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Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, A, Akers- 
Doxford Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Rt. HnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt Hn Sir R. BUInv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon, EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A, G. H. 

Gordon, J. (Londanderry,South 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Allen, Charles P. 

Baker, Joseph Allan 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Black, Alc xander William 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Caldwell, Jame 
Causton, Richard 
Channing, Francis 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harcourt, Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Knight 
Allston 


Navy and Army 





{COMMONS} 


Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
_ Howard, John (KentFaversham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
| Keswick, William 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
, Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
' Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (BristolS, 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman - 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst’w 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


NOES. 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William Carnarvonshire 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N. 
Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfred (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Markham, Arthu: Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Richards, Thomas 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


| 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| 
if 
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Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col.-Edward! 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reil, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Sir Samuel Alex. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Sir Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood, and 
Viscount Valentia 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R (Northants 


| Taylor, Theedore C.(Radclifte) 


Thompson, Dr. EC.( Monagh’n, N 


| Toulmin, George 


Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Weir, James Galloway 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Major Seely and Mr. Guest. 
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*) Schedule. 

n | 
E Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in-Aid. 
| = g ianiccneenslm 

2 Excesses of | Surplusesof | Deficienciesof | Surpluses of 
a Army Services, 1903-19 04. Actual over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
° Votes, Estimated | over Actual | compared with | compared with 
5 Gross Gross | Estimated Estimated 
4 Expenditure. | Expenditure. | Receipts. Receipts. 
' 7 1. 2, | 3. 4. 
| 
i a eis Sanna iaasaaieaetiaenen riap Sansa a A rane 
a ee a Zs 4. £s d. 
! Pay, ete., of Army (General staff, Regi- 
; ments, Reserve, and Departments) .. . 180,560 0 0 32,546 17 4 
) 2 | Medical Establishments: Pay, ete. 69,254 2 7 sia 28,109 15 0 
3 Militia : Pay, Bounty, ete. 183,430 8S 4 | 1,107 11 10 
H Imperial Yeomanry : Pay and Allow- 
ances a 64,367 12 7 135 2 6 
i Volunteer Corps : Pay and Allowances ne 46,865 3 0 ss 1,465 13 5 
) 6 | Transport and Remounts 318,972 19 os 152,584 19 4 as 
1) 7 Provisions. Forage, and other Supplies 104,353 9 4) 189,651 6 10 i 
s | Clothing Establishments, and Services 17.647 7 10 783,317 15 4 
9 | Warlike and other Stores : Supply and 
1) Re pair : e 380,789 2 8 132,296 19 10 
10 Works, Buildings, ‘and Repairs : Cost, 
including Staff for Engineer Services 93,864 16 1 | 53,918 17 3 
11 Establishments for Military Education . 1,576 13 11 | 4,715 19 5 : 

) ) | Miscellaneous Effective Services . 65,778 16 4 7" : 31,391 14 6 

e 13 | War Office: Salaries and Miscellane- 

k ous © harges ‘ 18,848 0 10 a 23 7 8 

14 Non-etfective Charges for ‘Officers, ete. 141,930 10 0 ' ns 4,031 7 

) 15 Non-effective Charges for Men, etc, 17,754 9 0 4452 0 5 

16 | Superannuation, Compensation, and 
Compassionate Allowances es 5,796 5 10 12 16 11 
\) Balances irrecoverable ..  .. 109,682 19 3 
‘ Ee eg Be a ae Te eee ee 
| 742,114 16 1° 1,079,388 0 9 405 336 0 2 309,669 1 6 
| } ee : ‘es . 

. Net Surplus £337,273 4 8 Net Deficit, donee 18 8 

, Net Surplus £241, 606 6 0 
\ 

t Resolutions to be reported this day. for the service of the year ending on the 
Se 31st day of March, 1906, the sum of 
en £66,495,748 be granted out of the 

1 | WAYS AND MEANS. Consolidated Fund of the United 
Considered in Committee. Kingdom.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 

chequer.) 
(In the Committee.) 
1. Resolved, That, towards making Resolutions to be reported this day. 
' good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
3ist day of March, 1904, the sum of of the House of the 31st day of July, 
£1,445 17s, 4d. be granted out of the Mr, Speaker adjourned the House with- 

: Consolidated Fund of the United out Question put. 

) | Kingdom, 

. | : P 
| 9) , Th: rs . ‘4 ' 

2. Resolved, That, towards making Adjourned at half after One 
| good the Supply granted to His Majesty o'clock. 

) 

) 
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APPENDIX I, 


| PUBLIC BILLS 





| DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CL. 
| Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the pag? in this volume. “lH.L.]” following title 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 











Title of Bill. Lronught in by Prozress. 
, *Aliens Lord Belper Read 2" 28th July (749) 
*Churches (Scotland) Marquess of Linlithgow Read 1" 27th July (464) 
Read 2" 31st July (S40) 
| Coal Mines, Weighing of ord Newton Read 3° and passed 27th July 
| Minerals (464) 
| 
} Compensation for Damage Lord Newton Committee 25th July (127) 
| to Crops Report ist August (1055) 
| *County Courts (Treland) Lord Ashbourne Committee \ 25th July (127) 
[H. Le Report ’ 


Matrimonial Causes [H.L.] Karl Russell Second Reading defeated 1st 
August (1064) 


oon nace eT 


Public Health Act Amend- Lord [Hylton Committee Ist August (1055) 
ment [H.L. ] 


Public Roads (Ireland) Earl of Dunraven Committee 25th July (128) 
Report 27th July (464) 
Read 3° and passed 31st July 


| (896) 


| Shipowners’ Negligence Lord Ludlow Read 3 and passed 24th July 
| (temedies) (15) 
Trade Marks Eurl Spencer Read 1“ 27th July (464) 


Read 2“ Ist Augnst (1071) 














\ 
' (B.) House or Commons. 
{ cae, Saale elgedeas = 
| Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
*Alkali, ete. Works Mr. Gerald Balfour Bill withdrawn 31st July (1052 
, ) ) 
| *Bills of Exchange Act Sir 2. Finlay Bill withdrawn 28th July (833) 
| § y ° ) 
(1882) Amendment | 1#.1.! 
| *Churches (Scotland) Mr. Scott Diekson Report \ 26th July 
| Read 3° and passedj (369) 
| | 
| i 
Companies Acts Amend-| Sir J. Luke | Bill withdrawn 25th July (323) 
ment (Dentists) | | 
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(B.) House or Commons—continued. 














Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
Companies Acts Amend-| Sir J, Juke Bill withdrawn 25th July (323) 
ment (Physicians, ete.) 
| 
*Congested Districts (Scot- | Afr. Sectt Dickson | Bill withdrawn 26th July (460) 
land) , | 
. F sale . : > ; ; ‘ 
*East India Loans (Ra‘l- | Mr. Brodrick Read 2? 31st July (1039) 
ways) 
*Expiring Law Continu- | Mr. Victor Cavendish | Read 1° 26th July (360) 
ance | Read 2° Ist August (1287) 
* Extradition [H.L. | i Sir R. Finlay Read 1’ 31st July (951) 
| | 
| { 
Factories. and Workshops | .I/r. Tennant | Read le 25th July (323) | 
| | | 
*Ferries (Aquisition by | Ir. Grant Lawson | Bill withdrawn 26th July (460) 
Local Authorities) | | 





Highways (No. 2) | Mr. Arthur Stanley | Read 1° 26th July (360) | 

*Irish Education (Afflicted | Mr. Walter Long Read 2° 26th July (410) 
Children) | | 

*Tsle of Man Customs | Mr. Vietor Cavendish | Read 1° 26th July (360) } 


| | Read 2° 31st July (1050) 
Land Values Assessment |) Mr, Munro Ferguson | Read 1° 27th July (621) 








(Scotland) | | 
*London (Equalisation of | Mr. Gerald Balfour | Read 1? 26th July (36) t 
Rates) | | 
| | 
*Lord Warden of the Cinque | Wr, Akers-Douglas Read 1° 31st July (955) 
Ports | | 
*Marine Insurance | Sir R. Finlay | Bill withdrawn 28th July (834) | 
| | 
Marine Works (Ireland) | Sir T'. Esmonde Read 1° 26th July (360) ' 
*Merchant Shipping Mr. Gerald Balfour .. Bill withdrawn 28th July (834) | 
ees, 
*Merchant Shipping | Jr, Scott Dickson Bill withdrawn 28th July (83-4) 
(Scottish Trawlers) 
Metropolitan Borough Coun- | Cupt, Jessel | Read 1° 25th July (198) 
cils Association 
*Military Manceuvres [u.1. | Mr. Arnold-For:t2r Bill withdrawn 28th July (833) 
Motor Car Act (1903) | Wr, Soures Bill withdrawn 26th July (460) | 
Amendment reps 
| 
Motor Car (Aliens Drivers) | Mr, Sed Moi tigu | Read 2? 27th July (715) 
Licences 
| \ 
*National Galleries (Szot- Jr. Seo't Dickscn Read 1° 25th July (198) 
land) 
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(B.) 


HOovUsE OF COMMONS 


—continue t, 





Title of Bill. 
*Naval Works 
*Post Office (Money Orders) 


*Provisional Order 
(Marriages) 


*Public Works Loans 
Purchase of Land 
*Reserve Forces [H.1. ] 


*Seamen and Soldiers False 
Characters [H.L. | 


*Secretary of State for 
Trade and Local Govern- 
ment 


*Service of Militiamen [H.L. | 


Summary Jurisdiction 
(Children) 


Trade Marks 


Valuation (Ireland) 


Brought in by 
Mr, Pretyman 
Lord Stanley 


Mr. Cochrane 


Mr. Victor Cavendish 
Mr. George White 
Mr. Arnold-For. tev 


Mr. A rnold-Forster 


Mr. A, J, Balfour 


Mr. A rnold-Forster 


Mr. Tennant 


Mr. Moulton 


Mr. J. Devlin 


Progress. 





vead 1° 25th July (322) 
Read 2° 28th July (787) 
3ill withdrawn 31st July (1052) 


tead 2° 28th July (835) 


Read 1? 31st July (955) 
Read 1’ 31st July (953) 
Bill withdrawn 2&th July (853) 


Bill withdrawn 31st July (1052) 


Read 1’? ist July (955) 


Bill withdrawn 31st July (1052) 


Read 1’ 25th July (324) 


Report 26th July (459)>"* 





Bill witl drawn 27th July (715) 











APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1905. 


List oF Rutes, OrpErs, &e., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. 





Teds pee | Date from which | Period to lie upon 
Title of Paper. | the Pericd runs. | the Table. 


Shop Hours Act, 1904 (Closing Order—Borough of | 31 July | 40 days 
Newport, Mon. )—Copy of Order made by the Corpor- | | 
ation of the Borough of Newport, Mon., and confirmed | | 
by the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | | 
ment, fixing the hours of closing for Hairdressers’ | | 
and Barbers’ Shops within the Borough [4 Edw. VIL., 
ce. 31, s. 3 (3)]. 


| i 
| 
| | 
} | 
| 
| 


Shops Hours Act, 1904 (Closing Order--Ballymoney | 1 August | 40 days 
Urban District)--Copy of Order made by the Urban | | 
District Council of Ballymoney, and confirmed by | 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, closing certain Shops | 
within the Urban District of Ballymoney [4 Edw. | 
VIL, ¢ 31, s. 3 (3)). | 
| 














